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USA: _Appeals Court finds law on explicit materials unconstitutional_
USA: _Online Flirting Leads to Criminal Case_
USA: _Feminist Advocates To Dig Up Old Sex Crimes_
Australia: _NSW paedophile register set for 2001_
France: _Vatican makes French school remove condom machine_
UK: _Sex case uncle cleared after 52 years_
UK: _Vigilante Jailed_
UK: _Local Councils Forced To Trawl The World For Social Workers_
UK: _Age limit on child curfews may rise_
UK: Legal note
UK/Europe: _Private records opened to EU_
USA: _Congressman Fears Police State_
USA: _Lake Forest girls pull off an over-the-top prank_




USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

June 1st 2000

_Appeals Court finds law on explicit materials unconstitutional_

* A prohibition on adults giving items to minors violates
the Constitution, justices rule *

A law that prohibits adults from furnishing minors with
sexually explicit materials in unconstitutional and violates
the Oregon Constitution's free speech protections because it
could apply to legitimate activities, the state Court of
Appeals ruled Wednesday.

The attorney who challenged the law said it would allow, for
example, the prosecution of an adult who took a 17-year-old
to see "American Beauty," the Academy Award-winning movie that
depicts sex.

"The court concludes that while the law focuses on the
harmful effects (of sexually explicit materials on
children), it interferes with some forms of
constitutionally protected speech," said Peter Cogswell, a
spokesman for the Oregon Department of Justice.

The statute fails to distinguish between pornography that is
solely intended to arouse and between movies or magazines
that might have an obscene element -- such as an explicit
sex scene -- but are overall legal and protected free speech.

The ruling stems from the 1993 Lane County conviction of
John Howard Maynard for endangering the welfare of a child
by providing a child with sexually explicit materials.
Maynard, now 31, has been released from prison, according
to his attorney, Robert Tozer.  The charges were based on
accusations he allowed pornography to be seen by youths
he met through his job as a youth worker.

The 6-2 decision marks the latest setback for a 1971
Oregon anti-obscenity law that has been struck down piece
by piece on the grounds that it violated constitutional
free-speech protections. Activist groups have twice put
measures on the ballot to exempt obscenity from free speech
protections in the Oregon Constitution. But voters rejected
the measures in 1994 and 1996.

As a practical matter, the biggest effect of the ruling could
be in the future prosecution of sex offenders, prosecutors
said. Clatsop County District Attorney Josh Marquis said
prosecutors typically tack the charge of furnishing
sexually explicit materials to a minor onto other alleged
sex offenses.

Without the statute, Marquis said, defense attorneys will
prevent jurors from seeing the allegedly sexual materials,
which could weaken their cases.

Department of Justice officials are deciding whether to
appeal. But the Legislature could fix the statute to make
it constitutional.

"Speaking in general terms, I would have to see that as an
open invitation for the Legislature to take action next
session," said Rep. Lane Shetterly, R-Dallas, co-chairman
of the Legislature's joint interim judiciary committee.

-----------------------------------------------------------




USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

June 3rd 2000

_Online Flirting Leads to Criminal Case_

       Orange County prosecutors have filed molestation
charges against a Trabuco Canyon man who allegedly engaged
in "sexual banter" with teenagers on the phone and the
Internet but never touched them.

Prosecutors said the case marks the first time a court
must decide whether someone is guilty of molestation even
though he never met or coerced victims into sexual acts.

Orange County prosecutors acknowledge that F[..] never
threatened or forced any of the four alleged victims,
girls aged 13 to 15, to do anything.

F[..] has pleaded not guilty to charges of molestation,
attempted molestation, possessing child pornography and
distributing harmful matter. The girls live in Florida, New
York, Illinois and Minnesota.

F[..] was arrested and charged in January and is free on
$150,000 bail. Prosecutors said F[..] could be sentenced to
up to 19 years in prison if convicted.

F[..]'s attorney, Eric Hansen, said the case was little
more than an attempt to create new law. He said phone
records show that the alleged victims called F[..] hundreds
of times and were rarely on the phone for more than a half
a minute. And, Hansen pointed out, even authorities concede
his client did not use force or threats against any of the
girls.

"It's ridiculous," Hansen said. "Like it or not, the
Internet has opened up a whole realm of fantasies. Are we
punishing people for their sexual fantasies?"

F[..]'s case, however, is unusual because it does not
involve an attempt to solicit sex, said UCLA law professor
John Shepard Wiley Jr., a former federal prosecutor.
"As far as I know, it's a new type of crime and a new
type of prosecution," Wiley said.

-----------------------------------------------------------




USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

1st June 2000

_Feminist Advocates To Dig Up Old Sex Crimes_

PHILADELPHIA -- At the end of the line for sex crime
cases are the so-called unfounded files.  In them are
accusations by children that are so wild they cannot
be used.

Now Philadelphia police are taking a second look.
Officials are inviting womens' campaigning groups to
examine these dead-end cases and make recommendations
to police about ways they can be revived.

It's believed to be the first time a city's police
department has opened its sex crimes cases to scrutiny
from womens' groups.

Police officials hope it will help improve the image
of the city's troubled sex crimes unit. Earlier this
year, the department admitted misreporting thousands
of sexual assaults over the past decade.

-----------------------------------------------------------




Australia:
-----------------------------------------------------------

31st May 2000

_NSW paedophile register set for 2001_

Pedophiles will be tracked by police on their release from
jail and forced to list their address, employment and car
registration number on a central register.

The NSW Government's Statewide Child Protection Offender
Register will operate from July 1 2001 under legislation
announced yesterday by the Police Minister, Mr Whelan. It
includes mandatory registration of all people convicted of
offences against children.

The register was recommended by the Wood Royal Commission
in 1997 but stops short of Mr Whelan's commitment last June
to give police the power to "notify the community" of a
pedophile's address.

The register will also cover offenders awaiting appeal or
on probation. Sex offenders will be listed on the register
for 10 years. The names of children who commit sexual crimes
against children would also be kept on the register.

Within 28 days of an offence being proven or offenders
being released from jail, they will have to notify police
of their name, address, vehicle registration and place of
employment - or else leave the country. Subsequent notifications
must be made within 14 days if any of these factors changes.

Breaches of the registration requirements could result in a
two-year jail term or AU $11,000 fine.

A spokesman for Mr Whelan said state agencies such
as the departments of education, community services,
health, sport and recreation and juvenile justice, would be
able to check with police if a prospective employee was
listed on the register. Police will then answer "yes" or
"no", but no other information will be released.

But the president of the NSW Council of Civil Liberties, Mr
Kevin O'Rourke, said he would be concerned if all police
could access the information. "The breadth of the offences
are also far more than pedophilia, and I am concerned about
people who might get caught up in the register," he said.

-----------------------------------------------------------




France:
-----------------------------------------------------------

_Vatican makes French school remove condom machine_

June 2nd 2000

A suburban Roman Catholic high school, located outside of
Paris, is on the Vatican's hit list. According to a
Reuters report, the private school, after "discussions with
students," installed a condom dispenser. Head teacher
Martine Ouerette told the news service that her school's
pupils advocated having the controversial machine because
they wanted to show that they were responsible people.

The report did not say if the "preservatifs" flew out of
the machine like so many Mars bars, or if they languished
inside the dispenser like stale trail mix. No matter,
though -- the offending prophylactics are all gone now.

After "concerned parents" notified the Vatican, Roman
Catholic officials demanded that the dispenser be taken
down, saying that it "legitimized behavior which was not
acceptable."

Ah, yes -- but what about l'amour?

-----------------------------------------------------------




UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

3rd June 2000

_Sex case uncle cleared after 52 years_

       A MAN jailed in 1948 for sexually assaulting his
niece won a 52-year battle to clear his name yesterday when
three Appeal Court judges quashed his conviction.

George Fraser, 80, was the first person to have his case
referred back to the Court of Appeal in Scotland by the
country's Criminal Cases Review Commission, set up last
year to investigate miscarriages of justice. Mr Fraser, a
Polish war veteran and retired printing engineer, was
hugged by his daughters and wife, Lesley, after the ruling
at the Court of Criminal Appeal in Edinburgh.

He said: "I am very relieved, not just for me but for my
family. But my delight in overturning the conviction is
tinged with sadness because of the length of time it has
taken for this injustice to be recognised. My whole life
has been blighted."

Mr Fraser, of Kincardine O'Neil, Deeside, who changed his
name from Jerzy Boncza-Tomaszewski, served nearly five years
of a seven-year sentence in Perth prison.

The Lord Justice General, Lord Rodger, sitting with Lord
Philip and Lord Carloway, quashed Mr Fraser's conviction on
four counts of indecent assault.

Among documents gathered by Mr Fraser's lawyers was a
post-trial report from the judge, who said it was quite
possible the sexual allegations were either invented or
greatly exaggerated.

-----------------------------------------------------------




UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

27th May 2000

_Vigilante Jailed_

A vigilante who "took the law into his own hands" and
smashed up the home of a youth worker who was later
murdered, has been jailed for 21 months at the Old
Bailey.

Patrick Greaney, a 26-year-old builder, of Wembley,
North London, pleaded guilty to aggravated burglary
at the home of William O'Kane, 49, in July last year.

Mr O'Kane, who helped run local boys' football and
boxing clubs, was kicked and punched to death. Three
men are awaiting trial charged with murder.

It was accepted that Greaney and another man had only
been involved in wrecking the flat, earlier in the day.
Greaney and another man had driven to the flat after
being told of paedophile rumours about Mr O'Kane by a
relative of a nine year old boy.

-----------------------------------------------------------



UK:
-----------------------------------------------------------

2nd June 2000

_Local Councils Forced To Trawl The World For Social Workers_

LOCAL councils across Britain desperate to fill empty
social work positions have been forced to look abroad for
staff. More than 100 social workers from Canada have
applied for jobs here, following a recruitment drive in
Canadian newspapers and on internet sites. Three councils
are now actively recruiting new staff from abroad.

A spokesman for Unison said that there is "a host of
reasons" behind the growing shortage of British social
workers. "Morale is very low," she said. "Salaries are
not good, particularly when you consider the fact that
workloads are usually extremely heavy and that these people
are basically working on the front line." The image of the
profession was also damaged by the "satanic panics" and
abuse scares of the 1980s and early 90s.

Ian Johnston, the director of the British Association of
Social Workers, said that the falling numbers in the
profession had been a "grave concern" for some time.
Between 1995 and 1998 the number of people applying to
train for social work fell by 46 per cent. The standard
of applicants also dropped remarkably.

-----------------------------------------------------------



UK: Legal:
-----------------------------------------------------------

30th May 2000

Sir, If Renate Williams was led to believe that she was on
trial for unlawful sexual intercourse with a boy under 16,
she, not the boy would, as far as I can see, be the one
entitled to compensation and a civil action as well as
some women like her, particularly those who were convicted.

The concept of consent, like that of possession, is not as
simple as it seems.

The first case of its kind, in 1934, which was upheld by
the Appeal Court in 1981, was rejected by a judge at
Shrewsbury Assize in 1968 in R v Mason, and by another
in R v Upward at Caernarvon Crown Court in 1976, on the
ground that the statute treated a lesser act, indecent
assault, as a very serious crime, but did not even
mention intercourse. There were no appeals by the
State on a point of law.

In many of these cases, it was admitted by the prosecution
that the boys were the initiators. Therefore the issue of
consent did not arise. The girl or woman consented and
they were all over 16. The youngest were two girls aged
17 in 1938 in Colchester and another in 1979 in London.

It puzzles me that legal academics have shown so little
interest in this. A book published in 1955 "An Excess Of
Literatism" criticised 'Hare' 21 years before. After that
there seems to have been nothing until [the journal]
Criminal Law Review in 1956 and 1972.

This government is planning a major review of English sex
law. How are they going to wriggle out of this? Particularly
on 'abuse of authority'?

----------------------------------------------------------




UK / Civil liberties:
-----------------------------------------------------------

June 1st 2000

_Age limit on child curfews may rise_

JACK STRAW is considering increasing the upper age at
which child curfew orders can be imposed in an attempt to
encourage local authorities to use them to keep children
off the streets.

The Home Secretary is conducting an urgent review of the
scheme after the failure of any local authority in
England and Wales to apply for an order since they came
into operation in 1998.

Under the scheme councils can apply to impose a curfew
banning children under 10 from public places between
9pm and 6am.

He is now considering whether the upper age limit for
curfews should be increased from 10 to 14 years in an
attempt to encourage local councils to make use of the
powers in the Crime and Disorder Act.

------------------------------------------------------------




UK / Civil liberties:
------------------------------------------------------------

30th May 2000

_Private records opened to EU_

           EUROPEAN governments will have powers to trawl
through the personal records of British citizens "suspected"
of criminal conduct under an agreement approved by Jack
Straw, the Home Secretary, at a meeting of European Union
ministers yesterday.

The new Convention on Mutual Legal Assistance will allow
EU member states to request e-mail, fax, and telephone
records of suspected criminals in other EU countries, in
some cases without a specific court order.

They will also be allowed to request surveillance of
telecommunications traffic, which can include intercepts of
data and voice messages.

The convention  document does not specify the offences. Last
year, the House of Commons European Scrutiny Committee raised
questions about the document's failure to define what sort
of crimes could justify such intrusive surveillance.

The European Parliament also lodged objections, responding
to concerns that cross-border surveillance requests could
be misused to pursue minor offenders, to aid the activities
of corrupt police, or to keep watch on political opponents.
The document was not seriously changed.

Tony Bunyan, head of Statewatch, a civil rights
organisation, said: "It's a massive extension of the power
to law enforcement agencies. Police forces in another
country can basically say, 'Here's a telephone line we want
to tap' and there's not much to stop them."

The convention has still to be ratified by the parliaments of
the EU's 15 member states, but the text cannot now be changed.

------------------------------------------------------------



USA:
------------------------------------------------------------

30th May 2000

_Congressman Fears Police State_

Democratic Rep. James A. Traficant says America is a virtual
police state. The Ohio congressman is sponsoring H.R. 4105,
a bill that would enact the Fair Justice Act of 2000.

"We have developed a stone cold police state in America,
believe me, from Waco, Ruby Ridge, to Miami, Florida,"
Traficant said. "Every American knows it, [but] no one is
doing anything about it."

The Act, if passed, would establish the Fair Justice
Agency, a new federal agency that would independently have
the power to investigate and prosecute alleged misconduct,
criminal activity, corruption or fraud by an officer or
employee of the Justice Department.

The bill states that the president would appoint the
director of the proposed FJA for a 10-year term subject to
a Senate confirmation. Only inefficiency, neglect of duty
or malfeasance in office would be a cause for the
director's dismissal by the president.

Under the bill, the FJA would have the same prosecutorial
and investigative authority as the Justice Department. The
agency would be authorized with $10 million for fiscal year
2001 with a $5 million increase each year for the next two
years.

------------------------------------------------------------




And finally...
------------------------------------------------------------

_Lake Forest girls pull off an over-the-top prank_

June 1st 2000

A senior class prank of girls "flashing" boys at Lake
Forest High School has happened again -- despite
administrators' efforts to quash the tradition.

A group of about 20 girls drove past the school with their
shirts pulled up over their heads showing their breasts as
hundreds of boys ran on the lawn outside to get a better
look. The girls honked and yelled from the back of a pickup
truck and convertible as they drove by the front of the
school May 24.

Administrators locked the doors of the school on the
Friday before prom, to try to "take the audience away"
from the annual prank.

Instead, senior girls simply decided to pull the prank the
following week, during a Wednesday lunch hour, when school
doors were open.

The girls returned to school, where they got a round of
applause from students.

"We just think it's funny to see 400 guys bolting toward
the car, and we didn't want to break the tradition,"
said Melissa McMillan, 17, a softball player who drove
the pickup truck.

------------------------------------------------------------
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'Easy Rider' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

'Eastern Friend' wrote:
>Again everyone: PLEASE be careful with your posts. You MUST assume
>that your local police know exactly who you are, where you live, who
>your girlfriend is and what you both have been doing. Anyone
>confessing a crime here is almost certain to be pounced on, I
>believe, sooner or later.

Well first of all, I appreciate your concern for us all. Still, to assume that
one's local police know where each of us lives, etc. strikes me as being almost
pathologically paranoid. If we have to censor what we do even here, then what
is the point of this list? We are censored at every turn, this is the _only_
place to express all.

The problem is not WHAT we post, but HOW we post. To post from one's home
email address is of course, folly. It is also folly to post from a web email
address if one has given true information about one's-self there. If one is
concerned about one's posts, then one should post from the Anonymiser,
[ http://www.anonymizer.com/3.0/services/email.cgi ] or get a Freedom
[ http://www.freedom.net ] account. I would submit that what we DO puts us
in far more danger than what we write.

>I know someone who had a bad experience which I am almost
>certain was directly attributable to membership of the list.

If true, then please share information about how this came about. If you know
that his group is not secure, then we need to know how membership here caused
the problem.

--

'Sanctuary' wrote:
>>When I say gl's love the view of a girl's naked body I am not
>>implying that this is a sexual thing.  It is, rather, an aesthetic
>>thing.

>Are you saying that there is no erotic imagination at all?

No.  Behind the aesthetics there is a deep eroticism, but it is
suppressed because, unless the girl uses her nakedness to consciously
arouse you, you simply must sublimate your feelings, and this leads
to simple enjoyment of her tender beauty.

--

Papa-Anjo' wrote:
>We are, unfortunately, said to be one of the preferred
>destinations for those who goes to so-called 'sexual
>tourism'.

I went to Brazil years ago.  Stayed in Rio and at a beach resort
town a couple hours to the north east.  A beautiful country, with some of
the most beautiful girls of all ages you could want to see. I had sort of
secretly hoped I'd meet some street urchin, and have some kind of experience.
It turned out I sort of did. The girl was maybe 9, and slept with her older
brother and sister under a cardboard box on a main street in town. During
the day the box was turned upside down and they used it as a table to sell
things on.

Nothing happened, although I did manage to get a Polaroid of me with my arm
around her taken by a roving camera guy. Mostly she wanted food, to be treated
to ice cream. There was a store on the street that would let her use the
bathroom sometimes, otherwise she'd have to go in the bushes right on the
street. It was a sad situation. I didn't have the nerve to really get out
onto the beach, I heard too many stories of people getting robbed and so
forth.

--

'Ex Astris' writes:
>a woman just walked up out of the blue to us and started to
>yell at me, saying "You know, you're not fooling anyone.  A
>man your age playing with children just isn't right."

At times like these when we aren't doing anything wrong, we must vigorously
defend ourselves and tell these people off.  Tell the shrew if she has an
allegation to bring, she should bring it. Otherwise she should shut up. Ask her
to explain exactly why it "isn't right." Of course she will not be able to.
Then tell her to get the hell out of your face and mind her own business.
We can't allow ourselves to be cowed by stupid and small-minded people when
we are totally innocent.

--

'DD' wrote:
>until I get to have a chat with her mom, and try to find out
>what she's trying to accomplish by it all,

I would not get into too heavy a discussion with her. I'd let her bring
it up.  You are going to end up destroying what you have with too
much introspection. L and you are 'happening'. Mom is resigned to it.
Enough.

>assume for one moment that 'I am' the sort of person that would
>want to know her daughter in that way.

Are you saying you aren't? You already know her in that way. Not
by intercourse, but as intimate as you can be without it.  I would
not try to make her think you are someone you are not. Gently elicit
any opinions you can from her and don't say too much.

Your story of the weekend with Laura left me speechless. Do not waste
your time getting sick and drunk. I think you have something beautiful and
rare here. Be watchful. Keep an ear and an eye open. Recognize the seeds of
coming events before they happen.

I think there are two big dangers: First, that L will mention something to
someone that will make them suspicious.  It's hard to keep quiet about
something like this. Nonetheless I'd not badger her about keeping silent.
She just has to understand the import of what is happening. The other thing
I'd be concerned about is that the mother, for whatever reason, could turn
on you. Women like her can be vindictive. Her tacit approval now doesn't
mean you are free from concern re. her. Take care you not to make her mad
at you.

In any situation where unspeakable joy is offered, unspeakable pain waits on
the other side of the door. Be prepared for this. Be prepared for whatever
relationship L will share with you re. her previous experiences. These will
shed light on your own situation with her, if she ends up telling you about it.
Be prepared to be shut out of her life at some point.  But in the meantime
you have already crossed the line, so you might as well revel in your glory,
because you have had a taste of heaven that no one can ever take from you,
regardless of what may come.

'Easy Rider'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'Sanctuary' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

'Daveboy' Wrote:
>You are just 'Girl / Boy Lovers'...so stop hating yourselves
>and start living!!

'Daveboy' wrote:
>You are just 'Girl / Boy Lovers'... so stop hating yourselves
>and start living!

Yes, I am and am convinced that my love is benevolent
but I have yet to see a way to convince the average citizen
that child-lover does not equal child-abuser.

--

'GL7' wrote'
>Could someone please tell me how I can access the postings
>of the last 14 months?

The archives remain at http://go.to/asglarchives

'Sanctuary'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'GL7'
-----------------------------------------------------------

L7 reporting:  As I look back on it, I am grateful that my post was
edited. I had a lot of steam to let out and I included too many details.

However, the word "rough" was substituted for some of the things that
Kim was interested in. I know where you're coming from, Ianthe but
there was nothing literally "rough" about her non-contact interests. We
were both very gentle with almost no exceptions. She did enjoy vampire
games but if she had a cut, she was afraid to let me to lick it. Of
course everything was always consensual. Kim was the fulfilment of my
lifelong dreams, and I look forward to the time when she will once again
be permitted to contact me and to see me. We were each others' best
friends and she had no inhibitions for a long time, but acquired some
late in the affair when she thought that God would disapprove and Santa
Claus might not bring her any presents. Around that time, she did make
me jealous by snuggling up against another man in front of others. He
paid no attention to her. Earlier in our relationship, she even asked me
for permission to talk to her father "for a few minutes," hoping that I
would not be offended. I gave her permission. Kim went out of her way to
do little things to please me, such as taking my clothes out of the
dryer and folding them neatly - something which she never did at home.

She discovered masturbation on her own, by using a stuffed animal, and
then did it "thirteen times" each evening before going to sleep, being
careful not to let her mother notice her doing it. She even described
her technique (press hard and do it fast) when not using the stuffed
animal. She asked for a life-sized Barbie doll and I correctly told her
why she wanted it. She was a born "kisser." One time when we were
kissing on the lips, I ran my tongue along the grove between her lips
and she reciprocated. Her kisses were always soft and sweet. It was a
full-fledged romance. I would be pleased to answer any questions.

'GL7'
---------------------------------------------------------




'Tsarevitch'
---------------------------------------------------------

'Frans' inquired:
>I do not know who this Drew is. . .

A little F.Y.I.  Drew Barrymore is/was the famous blond girl
actress in the 1982 Steven Spielberg scifi kiddie flick E.T.
Rumours had it that after her success in this movie when she
was age six-ish, she became renown for partying, drinking, etc...

This reputation, oddly enough, helped re-ignite and propel her
movie career today.  http://us.imdb.com/Name?Barrymore,+Drew

Keep a twinkling LG in your eye,

'Tsarevitch'
---------------------------------------------------------




'Cindy' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------

Daveboy ranted:
> people HATE paedophiles... regardless of what WE term
>as a paedophiles... It's time we faced the fact guys....
>no matter WHAT we say or do... Paedophilia will NEVER, EVER
>be allowed... EVER!. (Murder will be made legal first!)
>
> Whether we like it or not, it's a world-wide accepted term
>now for 'Child Abuser / Raper'.

> I am NOT starting a debate on that old chestnut again...
>I am simply stating a FACT!!!... The 'P' word now really
> DOES mean ' Child Sex Offender - Abuser - Raper' to ALL who
> hear it.... and the sooner we TOTALLY abandon that word...
> the better!!.... so I say now... I AM ANTI-PAEDOPHILE!!
> and so are ALL of you... I hope!... <<<<<<

All you have to do is read a dictionary, without all the hysteria.
Pedo means child.  phile means lover.  A pedophile is a child-lover.
I am a pedophile, and proud of it.  I worship the ground they stand on.

--

To: GL7: your story was fantastic!

--

To: Ianthe:  ASGL-L is a much better way to end that the awful "e" word!
Well done!  :)

--

To all:

I live in the USA, and tonight on TMC (The Movie Channel) they showed a
*MOST* exciting US movie called: "Lawn Dogs".  Here is what Movies Unlimited
says about it: "Daringly different social comedy from Australia's John Duigan
("Wide Sargasso Sea") is set in an affluent Southern community where an
outsider -- landscaper Sam Rockwell --o bserves the foibles of the privileged
people around him. Rockwell soon forms an unusual frienship with the
10-year-old daughter of one family. Kathleen Quinlan, Christopher McDonald
also star. 100 min."

What *I* say about it is *INCREDIBLE*!!!!!  I just caught (and taped!) it by
accident!  It is about a 10 year old rich bored girl, that becomes friends
with her lawn-care person.  There are scenes in it that brought me to my
knees!  She wears this SHORT blue dress thru it, and panty shots ABOUND
indeed!!!  There is a shot where she steps out on the roof of her house,
takes her nightgown off, and throws it in the wind!  (Underpants on).  There
is another shot, I SWEAR!!!!, where she gets on top of the family car, pulls
her underpants down, and PEES on the windshield, and you see the pee running
down the windshield!  I about died right there!  (I have a pee-fetish).  The
show is supposed to be re-run again on TMC, but I can't find out when.  You
should be able to rent it at any video store.

'Cindy'
---------------------------------------------------------

  [ Positive reviews of the movie Lawn Dogs:

  http://www.movie-reviews.com/lawndogs.htm
  http://www.sbs.com.au/movieshow/REVIEWS/L/lawn_dogs.html
  http://www.netau.com.au/gregking/v006law.htm
  http://queer-view.com/00600er/676lawndogs/english676.htm
  http://www.netcom.net.uk/magazine/filmclub/reviews/lawndogs.html

  Currently out on DVD and video - don't be fooled by the marketing
  men's decision to put a mature woman on the very tacky cover!
  (Warning - the above links contain some 'spoilers' which reveal
  too much of the plot.) ]




'Quilty' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

As the list's resident movie expert I have to clarify some things about
the film of Richard Hughes' "High Wind in Jamaica" which someone
commented on, and Ianthe reposted in the news bulletin. First of all the
actress who plays Emily is Deborah Baxter, not Hayley Mills. She does
look a bit like Hayley, blonde hair and snub nose, and is also a fine
young actress. The poster was probably confusing the film with "In
Search of the Castaways" which Hayley (in her mid-teens) made about the
same time. However "In Search of the Castaways" is tripe, whereas "High
Wind" is a really fine film from every point of view. The poster also
commented that there's nothing sexual in the film. Again this is
misinformed. The story is essentially a love story. The pirate Captain
Chavez falls in love with 11-year-old Emily (while the rest of the crew
are lusting after the teenage Spanish girl Margaret). The first clear
sign of this comes when they are wrestling on the deck and Chavez
(Anthony Quinn) pins the girl down then stops and looks into her eyes
and neither move for a few seconds. It's Chavez' love for the girl that
prevents him from ditching the kids and leads ultimately to their
capture and hanging. Emily too realises that she has been misunderstood
when she is in court, and the look in her eyes when she sees Chavez for
the last time, is one of love.

Incidentally one of the younger girls (who appears topless) is played
by Roberta Tovey, one of my favourite British pre-teen actresses, who
appeared in many Hammer horror movies.

'Q'
--------------------------------------------------------------------




'Papa-Anjo' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello folks!

I am sorry for so long delay to write again. I wish I had more time
to write, but, as I told before, write English is not a very easy
task for me, so, please, don't expect more than one contribution a
month.

--

To 'Centauro':

It is a good surprise to find other Brazilians here.

I agree with you about the kind of contribution we can give for this
group. To begin, I would like to ask you what it is to live where you
do in our country. ;-)

In fact, we didn't live very far each other. I lived in the same
city as you until last year, when I moved to another place most
beautiful than the wonderful city you live :-). The beach here
is not so famous but is several times better. It is near a place
where they put some nuclear power plants... :(

--

To everyone:

I am very impressed by the Spike's cousin's case, who was caught by
his wife having sex with two 10 yo's. What has happened with him since
then? And one curiosity: how he managed to get those girls? What he
did to achieve this? He knew them? Just one day without her wife was
enough to find two lgs for fun? Sincerely... you all claim that over
there things are very hard for pedos, due to overprotective parents,
ever alert society, etc...  Well, perhaps things are not so hard...
;-)

--

'Ex Astris' wrote:
> (...) former therapist told me all about what he and his colleagues
>do to 'offenders'
> (...) he told me about what goes onwith his group of GL's he assigned
>to 'rehabilitate'.
> I agree that porn is not worth it.

Well, what they do with that people anyway? I confess I'm very curious
about it. Is it a kind of physical or mental torture, humiliating them?
Would it be legal?

--

'Pegassus' asked me how does the differences in classes affect the tolerance
to intergenerational relationships here. Well, what I can say is that the
middle class people tends to protect more the children and the behaviour
related to sex is not tolerant at all. This seems to be like all Europeans
or north-Americans.

However, into the working class, as you go down the social pyramid, life
turns to be more tough, and the kids have to go to the "war of the life"
in a very early age, exposing them to the street dangers to make some
money by selling things. Even those that do not work, can be left by
themselves several hours during the day at home or wondering around the
neighbourhood, because their parents have no means to put them in a school
or have access to baby-sitter services. In this situation, things happen,
and as more the things happen they turn to be common, and as things turn to
be common, people turns to be used to them. And the sociologists call these
facts as "local culture".

--

'Tr'Pakh' has mentioned a very interesting subject about Brazilian
Indians about that I was thinking in write to. He saw a Discovery
Channel documentary on sexual behaviour of a Brazilian tribe, in
which girls got married in a very early age and that there is no
sexual restrictions between them. This fact is well known here in
Brazil, that Indians (of all tribes) have a total sexual freedom
between them. No authority can reach them, because there is laws
protecting their culture (again! I bet you all didn't know that
Brazil is a so 'cultural' country.. :-) ).

When I was in the university I have attended a conference of a
famous Brazilian anthropologist (and politician!) who has passed
several years of his life living between Indians. He has
mentioned some aspects of the sexual life in the tribes and has
told that the initiation of the girls are made by older men and
of the boys by older women! Why? Because they think that for a
plenty initiation it is important there is one experienced partner.
For them sex is just one part of the life that has to be learned.
And if adults have to teach everything to children, like swimming,
chasing, fishing, cooking, collecting fruits, etc., why not to
make love? Why should the kids learn it by themselves? Kids are
allow to choose their partner for sleep with, for example. In
fact all children in a tribe 'belong' to the tribe as a whole.
The parents are known, but there is no sense of 'property' on the
children from them. Every adult has responsibility to care, to
teach and to protect every child, making no difference if he/she
I his/her son/daughter or not.

Please, friends.... don't die of jealousy of the Indians.... they
are not 'civilized'...  :-)  You might visit, but only if you were
a famous anthropologist.... so study hard, guys! ;)

Before the conference I didn't understand how a civilized man
could support so many years living that way, after to see his
shinning eyes while telling us these things... I understood!

Bye for now!

'Papa-Anjo'
--------------------------------------------------------------------




'Flickorna' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

I have a few friends whom I believe are open-minded in the area of
child-love and erotic love of children etc. One of them out right
knows that I am attracted to little girls. She herself is somewhat of
a "pedosensual", with less emphasis on sexual arousal and more
emphasis on sensual arousal. By the way, I think that there are
probably a lot of women that would easily fall into that category. I
know a few other people who I have heard speak about children's
sexuality in some way which suggests that they might receive me well
if I "came out" to them. The point is that I would like to talk about
this stuff with them but I'm afraid to bring it up. Even the friend
of mine who knows that I am attracted to little girls, I am afraid to
bring up certain things. This is supposed to be a support forum
right? So what do you think I should do? I've been thinking about
printing a stapled fold-over booklet with some personal stories in it
for my friends, as risky as that sounds.

One of my Internet buddies has several suitable domain names and we
are getting ready to launch a new web site. Anyone have any ideas what
to do with the web site? I'm thinking that the main purpose of the
web site should be a "Frequently Asked Questions" with well-thoughtout
answers with references. I've already prepared a FAQ, but I think it
still needs work.

'Flickorna'
-----------------------------------------------------------



'DD'
-----------------------------------------------------

Hello there folks.

I missed Laura's birthday so I am "in the dog house" at the moment.
Together with her mom and brother we all spent last weekend away at
the coast. It was a very tense time for poor Laura, she was so very
upset that I had forgotten but I am trying to make amends.

It should have been such a wonderful time for us but things just went
wrong from the start. Her mom and brother just did their own thing really
leaving Laura and me pretty much to our selves, but given the real
bad atmosphere it was a total wash out, even a hug was out of the
question. Sheesh, this lady can sulk, but I deserve it I guess.

Although I didn't forget her actual birthday I simply forgot to
go and see her through sheer work pressure. Time for loved ones to
come first from now on. "Work sucks" big time. But little does she
know about the surprise this weekend that we have arranged for her.

--

'Kitten Cuddler' wrote:
>Someone mentioned a legal feature film called 'Lordagskveld'
>from Norway. Can you give some details? Scene descriptions,
>actresses names, age of girl, etc.

'Twas me'.. With regards to Lordagskveld,

I have not had the chance of seeing it yet but the main topic
was a film called The Is-slottet (Ice Castle). Here's my take
on that film...

Two 11 year old girls named Siss and Unn experience a strong
attraction for each other which they find hard to resist. No
one understands and they become alienated and together they
decide to perhaps run away. One night Siss convinces Unn that
they should get undressed (!!), and together they bathe, washing
each other sharing the very profound love they feel for each
other, in the lonely and desolate landscape which is their home,
is a frozen water fall. The Ice Castle.

This is a very beautiful and hauntingly moving film in its own
right, and it just ooze's atmosphere. A "must see", IMHO, even if
it is in Norwegian and not subtitled. The girls are beautiful
pre-teen angels with ALL that one would expect. Some of the nude
scenes make your mouth go dry and your head pound the girls are
such heavenly creatures.

Stars: Line Storesund and Hilde Nyeggen
See previous posting for ordering details.

This IS a legal feature film but US residents should not attempt
to import it!!. It was shown on TV in the UK, but I don't know
the situation there now.

--

That's it for now, a dear friend in need is coming seeking
refuge, she has just left a violent partner and is a nervous
wreck so I must go now.

'DD'
-----------------------------------------------------




'Angel DeAmor' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

Ianthe, my friend, let's call him 'Amigo' which
seems appropriate, has given me permission to send
to the list portions of letters he has written to me.
So I'll send them and of course if they get too
lengthy, he loves to write, I will not complain if
you edit them for brevity.

'Angel DeAmor'

:-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-)

Most recent first, going backwards in time..

A lot of new good and very bad stuff that has happened
in between: an appalling incident of
physical violence from my s to my b with which
I had something to do, and my new math classes
to a bunch of lgs who seemed cool at first
but now are turning out to be kind of jerks.

The response by 'Frans' was sensible, but sensibility
is something my b*tch-sister doesn't have as
the incident I mentioned above further and
irrefutably shows: a slap on my b's face so
hard that it turned her head from one side
to the other, out of pure rage. Thus, talking
to my irrationally violent sister is out of
the question. My b and I need a haven -
desperately.

--

regarding the response from 'Sanctuary',
I read it. It didn't really
say anything new. Basically, this family
of mine is very destructive: although
they repeat over and over how much they
"love me" or "love her" they would
certainly hate me and damage her worse
than me, if they found out.

I know that they would damage her more
than me because I just came to know of an
"incident" that happened with my b at
an aunt's house. It turns out that the
male servant (-16 years at the time) did
"sexual things" with her (8 y at the time).
"Sexual things" was all the info I could
extract from the informant, so that
could mean anything. Well, if this wasn't
shocking enough, the informant told me
that this "incident" was the real reason
my sister is having my b see the shrink.

Thus, my sister is overreacting, making
the girl think that something terrible
happened when in all likelihood nothing
much happened (otherwise my b would be
less sexually naive and the boy would
be in jail instead of still working at
my aunt's house!)

Just this week I started tutoring 2
girls, 13 and 14, in maths. They're
cute - in fact one is prettier than
my b, but they are not sweet. Knowing
them has made me appreciate how sweet
and loving my b is. These little
pests don't come close to my b's
sweetness and affection. Thus, it
really saddens me how my family is
bent on squashing her loving feelings
down. The shrink must be trying hard
to help them make see sex as a no-no,
if what she's doing to 'help' me
compares to how she 'helps' my b.

It really would be best if we BOTH
could get away from these sickies.
I am not leaving her with them alone,
though. I already allowed enough
damage by not accepting her invitations
6 years ago and abandoning her in
such destructive hands, all just
because I was too stupid and blind
to see that she loved me dearly.

:-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-)

My sister is so overwhelmed by her
own problems that her ability to see reality is
severely compromised. I doubt that I could
get any good out of talking to her. My escape
option is beginning to look more attractive
because I am getting seriously hurt.

I understand why my b shows her attraction
to me in such odd ways, and the strategies
I have developed to have proven effective;
I have seen how love can heal someone
as damaged as my b (and as myself);
however, I can only go so far without
bringing everybody else down on me.

I have been so distressed that I have
begun a rather dangerous experimentation
with antidepressants. (discussion of chemicals
I know nothing about, snipped)

:-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-)

I was going to tell you the idiocies the bad psychiatrist told me, but
why dwell on that. Instead, I'll tell you something positive the
psychiatrist who sees my b and me said. She said that we are "twin
souls". She has noticed in a very positive light that we share much
in common. If she really knew, I wonder how she would react.

Sunday at the sports club where we all belong, my b played with
me for hours. Although there were throngs of people who could
very well see what we were doing, we didn't care - and she cared
even less. She gave me the most beautiful sensual gift of my
life. If I died now I could die happy because I've been wanted so
much by someone I love. Too bad we couldn't "go all the way" - in
the kiddie pool like she wanted - where we were in plain view of
100s of people. Even as we were playing chase my mother
showed up and we had to cut it short.

I just wish we could be together all the time in more private
places... I wish we could escape from our family.

:-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-)

>     www.findlaw.com

Thanks for the info. I'll definitely check it out. Of course,
despite the now overwhelming USA-nization of Mexico, morals,
customs, and laws may still be more benign here - at least in
some respects. It's catching up fast though because the abusive
hysteria is flooding us through movies and TV from the USA.

Some other time I'll tell you the ridiculous idiocies said by
the psychiatrist who turned me against my mother, made me
demolish a brick wall by kicking it, and nearly caused my death.
The moron's primary clients are "victims" of child sexual 'abuse'".
My mother vehemently says that he should be banned from
psychiatry - not surprisingly because she had to save me
from jumping off the roof.

I wish people were saner...

(...)

My b may be coming tomorrow, so I gotta sleep because
she wakes me up in the morning  :)

:-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-)

I am beginning to lose all faith in psychiatry.

What else could I expect? today, when she told me
to not care about other people I answered back
"what if I love them?" and she said that "love
is worthless and useless"!

(...)

my b - who is also under her care.

>that seems like an unusual arrangement!

Yes, I thought it could help me sort out my
b's negative reactions, and it very much has
because the psych is very willing to tell me
about her

(...)

If physicists developed their theories the way
APA does, our cars wouldn't run and our airlines
wouldn't fly. What else can be expected from people
who created false notions like all sex with children
is necessarily harmful?

(...)

understanding the real reasons behind her
aggressions has allowed me to internalize as a
feeling the knowledge that I am not the cause of
her anger. Thus even during her darkest moods
I can offer her all my love and companionship.
I feel that she can appreciate this.

:-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-)

Things suck here so bad with my
dysfunctional family and my b that I am just
about ready to get out of here. Except that
will break my b's heart in the process and mine,
as well. I might ask her to escape with me.

Where? I dunno, maybe Colorado, but the repression
in the 'States' is unbearable. People do seem more
enlightened in the Netherlands than anywhere else
on earth. have you heard anything?

:-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-) :-)


Forwarded by...

'Angel DeAmor'
-----------------------------------------------------





'bigd' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------

'Daveboy' wrote:
>Now.... I don't usually go much for poetry
>but.... 'bigd', you
>got it spot on!!  I thought this poem
>about our plight was
>excellent and I am asking for your
>permission to reproduce it
>in the future in any
>correspondence I should send to the media
>on our behalf.  I
>can use your pen of leave it as anon...
>is that OK ?

You can use the Poem as you wish - 'anon' is most likely the
best bet.

I'm ready to tell the group a little about the girl whom
which I wrote the poem about.  Her name is J and she is 10
years old and the friend of my 10 year-old daughter S.

I first met J about 6 weeks ago, my daughter asked to have
her new friend over on Saturday and I agreed.  I have always
been attracted to girls in the 8-12 year range and looked
forward to seeing her friend.  J was dropped off by her mom
at about 11:00 am.  She said she would pick her up late in
the afternoon.

My first impression was that she was cute, she had a much
darker complexion than I expected and had dark hair, tied
back.  Since I'm usually more attracted to little blond
haired girls I proceeded to return to my study and continue
with the work at hand.

An hour or so later my daughter asked if I could get some
lunch.  So I opened a couple of cans of ravioli.  I then
spent lunch with the girls.  By the end of lunch I was
somewhat enchanted by J I began to notice her beauty.
Large dark eyes, thick full lips and high cheek bones.  A
real beauty.

After lunch they said they where bored, so I offered to take
them swimming at the health club.  They accepted.  J wore
one of my daughters swim suits.  She looked lovely.  She is
perhaps 4feet 6 inches tall and weighs about 65 lbs if that.
Lovely legs, thin but not sticks.  She was just developing,
I could just make out small bumps on her chest, about the
size of half a Ping-Pong ball.

After swimming for awhile they began to play fight.  Out of
nowhere, this little darling who I only met for the first
time a few hours ago, began hanging onto me for protection.
She would swim up and hug me tight.  She would then hang
onto my side with her arm around my neck.  I was in heaven.

When we left the pool she kept either putting her arm around
me or holding my hand.  Later back at my house she would
walk up to me.  And hug me.  I picked her up to hold her in
my arms and she kissed my lips.  Just a peck but she did it
a number of times.  I was by then madly in love with this
lovely girl.

Later that night (she ended up staying the night with my
daughter) we where on the couch playing video games.  She
sat in the middle between my daughter and myself.  I was
holding her in my arms.  She told me she liked to cuddle and
asked me to rub her back.  So I did.  I was in a love trance
by this time.  I continued to hold her and soon found my
hand on her tummy, under her shirt.  Before long either I moved
my hand up, or she slid her body down, or both.  The next thing
I know I had my hand on one of her tiny breasts.  She said
nothing, and continued to play the video game.  I began to
lightly caress her nipple with my thumb and I felt her body
shake every once in a while.  I suddenly came back to
reality, realized what I was doing and slowly moved my hand
away.  I couldn't believe what I had done!  How stupid could
I be!  How inconsiderate of me, she's only 10.

A few minutes later she asked me to check the time with her,
we went out to the kitchen and while there she asked me to
hold her in my arms.  She kissed me three times on the lips
and spoke I love you so much.  I again lost it and proceeded
to kiss her like I would a lover.  Ooops.  She pulled away
and gave me a funny look.  I apologized and we returned to
the living room.

I then sent them to bed and they went to sleep.  I stayed
awake for a long time reliving and remembering the events in
my head.  I was very concerned about what I did and afraid
that I may have hurt her.

The next morning she was not as affectionate.  She hugged me
once or twice, maybe kissed me once but no more that.

The problem is, since then I have seen her three more times.
But the affection she showed me the first time is not there.
Oh, she has held my hand once or twice.  Sits on my lap for
a few minutes if she wants to convince me of something.  But
that's all.  I'm afraid I went too far and screwed up a good
thing.  What are the thoughts of the group.

The second time I saw her, I took her aside for a few
minutes when my daughter was not near and talked with her.
I told her that if I had touched her in a way she didn't like
that I was sorry and that I would not do it again.  I told
her that I really cared about her and would never want to
hurt her in any way.  (Which is true) She hugged me tight
around the neck and said that she forgave me.  She even said
that she wished she could lay with me some time and watch
TV.

But since the first time she was over her affections have
never been the same.  I truly love her with all my heart and
would sooner cut off my arm then to do her any harm.  I want
to ask her to meet me some time so that we can be alone
together (without my daughter being there) so I can talk
with her and find out how she feels.  I think she might be
afraid.

I am so confused.  I don't know what to do.  Was she just
experimenting with her fun with me.  Oh I love her so much.
Sorry for such a long message.

'bigd'
-----------------------------------------------------

   [ It's over, and pushing it will only get you into trouble.
     What do others think ? ]
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   [ Press-cuttings round-up ]


UK: _Jury throw out 'false memory' case_
USA: _'Terrorized' families sue state_
USA: Statistics
UK: Research: _Men remember most about first girlfriends_
USA: Research: _Children swap sexual banter online_
USA: _State's zero-tolerance policies victimize 'good' kids_
UK: Research: _Streets safer for children than ever before_
UK: _Shame of child poverty in UK_




UK:
------------------------------------------------------------

8th June 2000

_Jury throw out 'false memory' case_

AN ART lecturer was cleared by an Old Bailey jury of
sexual abuse yesterday after the court was told that he was
a victim of false memory syndrome.

Philip S[...], 49, a senior lecturer at the Royal College of
Art, was accused by a woman who claimed to have recovered
memories from when she was less than five years old. She
had alleged that in the late 1970s Mr S[...] had dressed as
a woman, spoken in a falsetto voice "like Mr Punch" and
abused her with a stick.

Janet Boakes, of the Royal College of Psychiatrists, told
the jury that the woman had been damaged by an American book
called "The Courage to Heal", which claims that "almost all
women have been sexually abused". Dr Boakes said the woman
was probably suffering from false memory syndrome, which
produces "childhood memories of events that have not
occurred".

The jury cleared Mr S[...] of indecent assault, child cruelty
and serious sexual assault. The case was a retrial after a
jury failed to reach verdicts last year.

-------------------------------------------------------------

  [ There have been at least three other acquittals in high
    profile abuse cases in recent weeks in the UK ]


USA:
--------------------------------------------------------------

7th June 2000

_'Terrorized' families sue state_

A group of parents filed a $500 million federal class-action
lawsuit Tuesday against the state Department of Children &
Families, contending the agency consistently tramples on
their constitutional rights.

The 59-page complaint, filed by attorney Robert Dowd in
U.S. District Court in Orlando, says Children & Families
has "engaged in a systematic process by which the families,
parents, children and citizens of the state of Florida have
been terrorized, traumatized and torn asunder."

It also says parents are routinely deprived of due process
in the effort to reclaim their children.

The suit names 13 families and 50 anonymous children as
plaintiffs, and targets as defendants a number of
caseworkers and juvenile-court judges. Children & Families
Secretary Kathleen Kearney also is named in her current
job, in her former job as a Broward County juvenile judge
and as an individual. No court date was set for the suit.

The suit also asks for $500 million in damages for the
wronged families, but Dowd said that number is as much of
an attention-getter as a demand.

"I want the kids back, period," the Orlando lawyer said. "I
don't need negotiations. I want the kids back."

Dowd said many of the families, who hail from all over the
state, came to him, and he expects more to be added to the
suit.

-------------------------------------------------------------




USA: Statistics:
-------------------------------------------------------------

June 4th 2000

[...]

Child-child sex molesters account for the most prevalent
kind of offense -- nearly 40 percent -- in juvenile jails
operated by the Oregon Youth Authority.

Most young sex molesters are boys, 13 to 16, although there
is a growing prison population of children 12 and younger,
including girls, according to a 1999 report by the
Center for Sex Offender Management in Massachusetts.

-------------------------------------------------------------




Research:
-------------------------------------------------------------

June 2000

_Men remember most about first girlfriends_

AN UNUSUAL long-term study has supported what many had
begun to suspect: that memory is a highly unreliable source
of information. A team led by Dr Daniel Offer of
Northwestern University in Chicago, Illinois, questioned 67
'normal healthy' men twice, once when they were 14 and again
when they were 48. The volunteers were asked questions
about relationships, their home environment, religion,
parental discipline and general activities.

The results of the study, published in the _Journal of the
American Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry_, show
that the men's adult memories of their adolescence differed
greatly from what they said at the time. Items with
emotional significance, such as relationships with parents,
were remembered no better than those without such
significance - although relationships with girlfriends
proved to be an exception.

-------------------------------------------------------------



USA: Research:
-------------------------------------------------------------

June 9th 2000

_Children swap sexual banter online_

A report, released by the National Center for Missing and
Exploited Children and the University of New Hampshire's
Family Research Center at the University of New Hampshire,
claims that one out of five of the 10- to 17-year-olds who
are online received unwanted sexual solicitations during
the past year.

"Online Victimization: A Report on the Nation's Youth",
which polled 1,500 children, found that 48 percent of the
'sexual solicitations' allegedly made to the children were
actually perpetrated by other children - the researchers
counted in banal schoolyard-style sexual banter and 'my
friend wants to date you' invitations.

The report recommends that Congress outlaw propositioning
children or allowing them access to pornography. Which
could mean more innocents get caught up in legal moves and
then fed into the giant US punishment and control industry.

What else did researchers count in to get these alarmist
headlines? Well, the bulk of other 'solicitations' were
the ubiquitous porn spam which is sent daily to millions
of email accounts at a time. On that loose definition of
'sexual solicitation', you could claim just about any
section of the Internet population is subject to 'cyber
molestation'.

Such results are hardly surprising, given who the Senate
Appropriations subcommittee choose to author the report.
David Finkelhor is a sociologist with what might
charitably be called conservative attitudes to sexual
relationships, and is the same Finkelhor who championed
Satanic Ritual Abuse theories in the 1980s.

-------------------------------------------------------------




USA: New Jersey:
-------------------------------------------------------------

8 June 2000

_State's zero-tolerance policies victimize 'good' kids_

 Parents say officials go too far, violate childrens'
 constitutional rights

-- Families in New Jersey are becoming increasingly
frustrated with "zero-tolerance" policies in the nation's
public schools.

Case in point: Parents in Sayreville, N.J., are venting
their anger by suing school officials over the suspension
of their son for playing "cops and robbers" on the
playground during recess.

Known only as A.G., the 5-year-old kindergartner made news
after he and three of his friends were suspended March 15
for three days. The boys were "guilty" of using their fingers
as guns and shouting words like 'bang' while running around
in the school yard.

A.G. and the three other students were removed from their
classroom and taken to the school office where they were
questioned about their conduct. Without notice to A.G.'s
parents, he and his friends were suspended and sent home.

"Kids are going to be kids, and boys, especially, are going
to play 'cops and robbers,'" said John W. Whitehead,
president of the Rutherford Institute -- a nonprofit
civil liberties organization representing A.G.'s parents,
Scot and Cassandra Garrick.

In another New Jersey case, a 9-year-old student was
suspended from school for a day and ordered to undergo a
psychological evaluation after mentioning to a friend his
intent to "shoot" his classmate with a wad of paper.

District officials then notified local police and suspended
Hagood under the school's zero-tolerance policy. Local
police went to the Hagood home after midnight and questioned
Michael about the "shooting" incident.

Yet the sweeping policies do not seem to prevent "the real
kids that are causing the problem" from wreaking havoc in
schools, he added. "Innocent children are getting punished.
At a certain point, it stops making sense." says Whitehead.

An attorney affiliated with the Rutherford Institute filed
a suit on behalf of the Garricks in the U.S. District
Court for New Jersey [http://pacer.njd.uscourts.gov/] last
Thursday. The complaint names the Sayreville Board of
Education, Superintendent William Bauer and Wilson School
Principal Georgia Baumann as defendants.

The Garricks claim their son's First, Fifth, Eighth and
Fourteenth Amendment rights were violated as a result of
the suspension and that the action resulted in the
violation of a New Jersey law entitling him to a free and
thorough public education. They are asking officials to
expunge the boy's school record, removing mention of the
suspension, and they also seek compensatory and punitive
damages.

-------------------------------------------------------------




UK: Research:
-------------------------------------------------------------

11th June 2000

_Streets safer for children than ever before_

New research has established that the frequency of child
abduction, murder, attack and injury in car accidents is
lower than for a decade - but parents are increasingly
anxious.

The myth of lurking danger behind every street corner has
so alarmed the children's charity Play Scotland that at a
conference in Glasgow yesterday it set out to convince
parents that they are damaging children by being
unnecessarily overprotective.

Stuart Waiton, a PhD research student, monitored 30
children during the past year to discover how their lives
were affected by parents' worries. He found they lost an
average of one hour's play time every day.

The number of offenders in England and Wales found guilty
of gross indecency with a child dropped from 334 in 1988
to 264 in 1998.

Between 1988 and 1999 the number of children murdered between
the ages of five and 16 decreased in England and Wales from
four per million to three. The number murdered under the
age of five dropped from 12 per million to nine. Most are
murdered by family members.

Waiton said that, despite the rise in divorce custody
disputes, "Abductions have not increased in more than 60
years but parents are afraid to let children out of their
sight and they are now suffering. Unsupervised play time is
essential for the development of relationships and
independence."

Research by the University of Coventry found that adults
who played freely in the streets 30 years ago now rarely
let their offspring out of the house unsupervised.

Even child deaths from road accidents has decreased - from
10 deaths per 100,000 in 1979 to three per 100,000 in 1998.

Jennifer Cunningham, a Glasgow doctor, said: "Parents don't
dare let children out of their sight - but without this time
by themselves they cannot develop crucial cognitive and
social skills."

-------------------------------------------------------------




UK: Report:
-------------------------------------------------------------

_Shame of child poverty in UK_

_Sunday June 11, 2000_

Britain's shameful record on childhood poverty is laid
bare today in a damning United Nations report revealing
that millions of children are trapped in conditions
among the worst in Europe.

The report by Unicef, the children's arm of the UN, claims
that Britain has one of the worst records on childhood
poverty in the industrialised world. Nearly 20 per cent of
young people live in families which are below the official
poverty line - judged simply as household income below half
median earnings. On that measurement, the report puts
Britain below countries such as Turkey, Poland and Hungary.

The report, which will be published on Tuesday, says that
even when it comes to absolute poverty - households with an
income below the US official poverty line - Britain still
languishes 14th of the child poverty league, out of 19
countries surveyed.

The report says that the Britain fails on five key indicators
of childhood poverty. The childhood poverty rate is high, the
number of lone parent families suffering from poverty is
high, and the number of workless households is high, as is
the number of people who suffer from low wages or have low
benefits.

-------------------------------------------------------------
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'Sanctuary' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

'bigd' wrote:
>I don't know what to do.  Was she just experimenting with her
>fun with me.  Oh I love her so much.

It sounds like she liked the fondling, but the kiss freaked
her out.  There's something about 'kissing the way adults
do' that seems so dramatic to some girls.  Even though I had
some playful times with S... she did not want to kiss me
like a boyfriend.  She said she wasn't ready for that like
it was some sort of commitment or something.  The fact that
she said "I forgive you" when you apologized for 'crossing
the line' indicates that she felt there was something wrong.
It sounds like you should just be friendly to her and wait
for her to approach you if she wants to.  There is nothing
else you can do except make yourself miserable.

--

'Flickorna' wrote:
>The point is that I would like to talk about this stuff with them
>but I'm afraid to bring it up. Even the friend of mine who knows
>that I am attracted to little girls, I am afraid to bring up
>certain things.

It is always risky to confide in people about certain
things.  If you feel that the relationship is of such a
quality that they will not turn you in then there is no harm
in discussing ideas with them.  They may not agree with you
but there is no way to change their minds without discussion
and demonstration.  If they know you to be a kind and loving
person then they may believe that you are that way with
children, too.

'Sanctuary'
---------------------------------------------------------------------



'Observer' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

Observer here, I've posted before but it's been over a year.

--

'Bidg' wrote about troubles with J:

First and foremost, don't badger the poor girl by
apologizing and analysing everything.  I know we sometimes
feel a need to make sure the girl is okay and comfortable
but we also have to not bug them.  Think of it like this, if
you were dating a girl and every time you went to her house
she always asked you if you were okay or if she had offended
you, you would soon lose interest.  No one wants to be near
people dwelling on bad.  The best thing to do for a girl is
have fun.  Don't apologize, instead take her to an amusement park.

Also by apologizing too much, the girl may think you did
something really wrong.  Don't put that in her head, you and
her both acted on the heat of the moment, no harm done.  She
just might not be interested, some girls aren't.

I looked carefully over your letter and I have the following
pieces of useless advice.  She isn't angry with you but I
don't think she's interested in being a lover either.  If
you had scared her off she wouldn't sit in you lap EVER or
hold your hand.  She'd be distant from you.  By sitting in
your lap, even only on odd occasion, she is showing trust.
She wouldn't trust someone who had offended her.  I think
she sees you as a friend, possibly close uncle type role.

If you want to change that then tread lightly.  You may try
flirting with her a bit but keep it fun.  Maybe after taking
her out to dinner with your daughter, when she thanks you
say something like "What, you've never had a man buy you
dinner before?"  It may sound cheesy but it will not only
seem cute to her but will also tell her you are a man and
not a gender zero adult being that girls often mistake us
for.  The cheap pick-up-lines show a sense of humor and also
show we are not afraid to flirt a bit.  She may take the
clue, she may not.  Don't push it because a good friend is
better than nothing, and it sounds like you already have
that with her.

Let me sum it up so you can ignore my earlier ramblings.  No
apologies can make up for mistakes and I'm not sure any
happened.  Move on with the future not the past.  You want
her to like you then be someone she will like, she will more
likely be attracted to a fun guy than an apologetic bore.

Be fun.

'Observer'
---------------------------------------------------------------------




'Easy Rider' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------------

'Flickorina' wrote:
>I've been thinking about printing a stapled  >fold-over
>booklet with some personal stories in it for my friends, as
>risky as that sounds.

Bad idea.  You can't let your desire to express your
thoughts on this overcome your better judgement.

--

'DD'  wrote:
>I missed Laura's birthday so I am "in the dog house" at the
>moment... >It should have been such a wonderful time for us
>but things just went >wrong from the start....Although I
>didn't forget her actual birthday I simply > forgot to go
>and see her through sheer work pressure.

If she's that hurt by this then that tells you how much she
cares for you.  You Dodo!  Please tell me where you live so
I can come and slap you upside your head.  You deserve it.
Sheesh!!

--

'bigd' wrote:
>A few minutes later she asked me to check the time with
>her, >we went out to the kitchen and while there she asked
>me to >hold her in my arms.  She kissed me three times on
>the lips >and spoke I love you so much.  I again lost it and
>proceeded >to kiss her like I would a lover.  Ooops.  She
>pulled away >and gave me a funny look.  I apologized and we
>returned to >the living room.

>The next morning she was not as affectionate.  She hugged
>me >once or twice, maybe kissed me once but no more that.

Since she was still affectionate with you _after_ you had
fondled her breast and nipple, I would say it was the nature
of the kiss that did it.  Lg's have their own little set of
rules they go by.  Some things are ok, others, not.

Once a naked 11 year old let me touch her all over her body
while we played in a pool at a naturist resort in Europe.
It was not an issue for her, but when I made some comment
to her about her (beautiful !)  breasts,  she became
withdrawn and sullen and would not speak to me anymore.
What I said was in no way lewd or suggestive.  I had blown
it and didn't even know what I'd done that was so bad.

>I'm afraid I went too far and screwed up a good thing.
>What are the thoughts of the group.

You screwed up a good thing.

>  I want to ask her to meet me some time so that we can be
>alone > together (without my daughter being there) so I can
>talk > with her and find out how she feels.

It is too late for talk.  She does not need to talk about it
or want to talk about it.  She is reacting like the child
she is.  You are reacting like an adult.  You can't force
your ways of dealing with issues on her.  She is dealing in
her own way.

>I am so confused.  I don't know what to do.

>[ It's over, and pushing it will only get you into trouble.
>What do others think ?  ]

I agree.

--

The confessions of Easy Rider

(I apologize for the morose tone of this in advance.)

I am no saint.  Let that be understood from the outset.
Sometimes I think that all the evil that befalls me is well
deserved.  Over the years I have come to understand that
there is only one way to deal with everyone and everything
in life: with kindness.  I have often not been kind.  I have
often been rude and selfish.  I have hurt other beings and
been concerned with only my own needs.

Although I have never physically hurt a little girl, I
possibly did some emotional damage once.  She was in 5th
grade, maybe 10 years old.  She was an exquisite child; a
classic beauty with a thin face, high cheek bones and,
long, straight, very dark hair down to her butt.  She was
precocious and smart and totally unabashed at the prospect
of a relationship with me even though she was 10 and I was
in my 30's.  She called me once on the phone.  I remember
putting her off, not wanting to get too close to her.  She
sought me out, chased me, even.  I would not allow myself to
get close.

Another time we talked together while her friend was
present.  I told her we could never be together in any way.
She wept.  My beautiful child wept because I would not love
her.  The reason was simple: I had , a couple years earlier,
gotten into great trouble by allowing myself to let go and
seek out the sweet friendship of another lg, of similar age.
There had been serious consequences to that and I was too
scared to allow myself to take another chance.

I could not tell her that , of course.  But it didn't
matter.  I was frightened of this girl.  She was young in
years, yet somehow seemed like an old soul, a child of 10
going-on-20, and it was clear she was ready for far more
than I had ever experienced with any lg before or since.  I
had the feeling she would have done anything I'd have asked
of her.  There was an intense sexual attraction there on
both our parts.  I wanted nothing more in life than to taste
this child's mouth, to feel her bare chest against mine,
but I dared not let myself even touch her, because I know
I'd not have been able to stop myself.  She was a a temptress;
_the_  temptation of my life, and come at exactly the wrong time.
My whole life I dreamed of having just such a young girl in
my arms, but when the gift was offered, it was turned away.

What bitter, stupid irony.

The funny thing is I can't recall her name.  Only her slim
body, her long, straight, dark hair,  her lips, and the
sight of her softly crying as I rejected her, watching
helplessly as her tears ran down her thin, pretty face.  It
was a moment of agony.  I ached for her, knew that bliss
could be mine, and yet, because of the terrible experience I
had had,  I was unable to give her the physical love we both
craved.  She is the only little girl I have ever known that
actually cried for me.  How I wish I could have licked the
tears off her face.

I don't recall what I said anymore, but I'm sure that if I
had the chance today I'd do it differently; tell her in a
gentler way.  Make it palatable.  Let her know, as I didn't
then, just how desirable she was to me.  I think she felt I
just didn't like her.  I was stupid and ignorant.  Just one
more thing among many I can't forgive myself for.

Sometimes we only have one opportunity to do the right
thing.  When we have instead done the wrong thing, we then
live with our hurt and our regrets.  I regret many things in
my life and it has taken a half or more of a lifetime to
learn to become aware of situations as they develop so as to
make the right decision when the time comes.  Still, I err
daily.

I believe in karma.  Although I count myself a Christian (a
bad one), karma is a concept that was accepted in the early
church.  I often think that my endless longing for the love
of an lg is the result of having abused love and or power in
some other lifetime.  I imagine that I was possibly a
profligate luster-after lg's .  Perhaps I fulfilled all my
desires without regard for the girls.  Possibly I had a
daughter in that life and allowed my love for her to go too
far (if there is such a thing).  If so, that would explain
why I have none of that in this life, except dreams and
desires and a few small memories of days or hours that have
only whetted the appetite for more rather than fulfilled me
in a meaningful way.

I only want one thing: love.  I think the idea of sex with
an lg is to some extent just a substitute for the greater
thing: love.  If I had the trust and closeness of an lg,
possibly I'd be happy.  No doubt I don't deserve.  No doubt
this incarnation is the one to teach me limits: self imposed
and otherwise.  Life often seems like a lake of pain.  The
thing is to try not to be the cause of any pain to others.

To that sweet child in particular, and to any living thing
anywhere  that I may have ever hurt with my stupidity or my
selfishness, I ask forgiveness, and I accept the karmic debt
I owe.

'Easy Rider'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Yuri'
---------------------------------------------------------------------

'Easy Rider' wrote:
>'Eastern Friend' wrote:
>>I know
>>someone who had a bad experience which I am almost >>certain
>>was directly attributable to membership of the list.  > >If
>>true, then please share information about how this came
>>about.  If you know >that his group is not secure, then we
>>need to know how membership here caused >the problem.

I think it is a safe assumption that this list is being
monitored by at least one federal law-enforcement agency,
but I do doubt that the local police departments would have
the resources to do so.  I think the greater danger would
come from the people in our neighbourhoods catching one of
us with a lg.

--

>'Cindy' wrote:
>Daveboy ranted: [...]
>Pedo means child.  phile means lover.  A pedophile is a
>child-lover.  >I am a pedophile, and proud of it.  I worship
>the ground they stand on.

Unfortunately, Daveboy hit on the difference between the
denotative (dictionary) meaning of the word "Paedophile",
and the connotative meaning.  It doesn't really matter what
the dictionary says; right now, for most people, paedophile
= child molester = evil worse than Satan himself.

--

>'Flickorna' wrote:
>One of my Internet buddies has several
>suitable domain names and we >are getting ready to launch a
>new web site.  Anyone have any ideas what >to do with the
>web site?  I'm thinking that the main purpose of the >web
>site should be a "Frequently Asked Questions" with
>well-thought out >answers with references.  I've already
>prepared a FAQ, but I think it >still needs work.

Why don't you post it someplace on the web, and give us the
address, then we can all comment on it.

--

>'bigd' wrote:
>But since the first time she was over her
>affections have >never been the same.  I truly love her with
>all my heart and >would sooner cut off my arm then to do her
>any harm.  I want >to ask her to meet me some time so that
>we can be alone >together (without my daughter being there)
>so I can talk >with her and find out how she feels.  I think
>she might be >afraid.  > >I am so confused.  I don't know
>what to do.  Was she just >experimenting with her fun with
>me.  Oh I love her so much.  >Sorry for such a long message.

Ianthe commented:
>   [ It's over, and pushing it will only
>get you into trouble.  >     What do others think ?  ]

I agree with Ianthe.  Chalk it up to a life lesson, fondly
remember the times you did have, and move on.

--

I saw "South Park: Bigger, Longer and Uncut" last night.
(Is it just me, or were they trying for "a large
un-circumcised penis"?)  Anyway, I expected it to be
Canadian-bashing, but it was really more American bashing.
They made some very interesting satirical points: pointing
out the folly of blaming the media for children mis-behaving
being the most prominent.  Also pointing out the irony of
the MPAA allowing children to watch very violent movies, but
censoring language and sexually explicit content.

Seriously, those out there who are parents, what would you
rather your young children watch: a graphic scene where
someone is maimed or killed, or a graphic scene where two
people make love?  The American establishment is weird that
way.

--

Has anyone seen Spike lately?  I'm kind of getting worried,
as he hasn't posted anything in weeks.

'Yuri'
----------------------------------------------------------------------




'GL7' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Greetings from GL7: Well, after nearly three years, it
happened.  I saw Kim.  She might not have seen me, but she
was no more than three feet away as she walked past me in a
public place.  I was thrilled.  She's a good looking eleven
year old and I'm just as much in love with her as I always
have been.  I had been curious as to whether she was
sprouting breasts.  Well... maybe just barely.  I could see
that her nipples were enlarging a very little bit.  Now that
I know where she likes to go,  I'm bound to see her again
and again.  I could have spoken, but didn't.  I didn't know
what her reaction would be, since she is forbidden to have
any contact with me.  I feel a lot better now that I know
what she looks like, and I was not disappointed.  Despair
has been replaced with hope.  Kim is the most perfect female
that I have ever known.  I had told her three years ago that
I would always love her.  She has no faults.  Well... unless
you consider trying to seduce males, regardless of age, when
she was six and seven.  She asked a seven year old boy for
sex and he agreed.  She asked a 14-year-old boy for sex when
she was seven, but he turned her down.  She was six when she
asked me, but I consider that a lovely virtue (:-).  She
would get excited by rape and prostitution on regular TV.
But we were both quite virtuous because we always followed
the Golden Rule (:-).

'GL7'
----------------------------------------------------------------------



'?' writes:
----------------------------------------------------------------------

Right, well here goes my first message. I'm not quite sure how things run
here, but I thought I'd just start off writing about myself in brief. OK,
basic facts - I'm English, male, white middle-class, and 18 years old. I
think that about sums it up. Product of a "broken family" (Don't you just
love that phrase?), my parents split when I was about 11-12ish. I'm
basically just "coming to terms" with being a girl-lover, and sort of
feeling in two minds about it. "Conflicted" would be the trite psycho-babble
way of putting it, I suppose.

It's really only been in the last year or so I've really noticed these
feelings, but then again I suppose it's only been since I turned 18 that
it's technically been "wrong" to feel this way. I'd say that above all else
my biggest problem at the moment is in trying to decide whether or not I am
actually a girl-lover or not. I know that sounds stupid, but I'd describe
myself as a very introverted kind of person. No matter how much I want to, I
seem to have a complete inability to talk to anyone about anything I'm
feeling, which is why I'm finding writing like this easier.

But anyway, back to the point. I've been your typical insecure teenager
completely hung-up on sexual matters, the usual self-doubt type things, why
would anyone want me, that kind of thing. As a result, since puberty I've had
absolutely no relationships with girls at all (well, one that lasted about two
days, and was a big mistake - she asked me, and I said yes despite not feeling
anything at all for her. Fizzled out completely).

That's one of the reasons that I sort of doubt that I'm a girl-lover - a part
of me says maybe I'm just latching onto that because of my repressed sexuality,
that kind of thing. That's another problem that I have, I tend to over-analyse
myself I think.

I'm getting off track again. Anyway, I think that I really started to
get into girl-loving about a year ago. I watched the film "The Prime of Miss
Jean Brodie" (A must for all you girl-lovers out there!), basically about
this group of young girls at a school in Scotland, following them from the
age of 12 to 16. Singled out by Miss Brodie (Maggie Smith), an unorthodox
teacher at a conservative school, she teaches them about romance, art,
sensuality, and sexuality. basically, one of them ends up shacked up with
the art teacher. very good film, as is the book from which it was adapted.
Now, all of this young pubescent girl stuff really aroused me, in a way that
nothing else had done before. That's when I really started to notice "it".

Anyway, I'm a budding actor/director, and I managed to get it done as my
college play. That was fun! But anyway, I went on to read Lolita, seemed
the next natural procession, and that's when I really started to get into
girl-loving in a big way. Again, this is another reason why I'm not sure
if I am a girl lover - that it was kicked off by a couple of artificial
sources make me wonder sometimes if I'm not just "putting on an act" almost.
Although my doubts are growing less all the time, as I am becoming more and
more attracted to young girls.

I think that in part my attraction to girls is attributable to the "Humbert
effect" - that is, being deprived sexually when hitting puberty. Looking
back, I have always enjoyed the company of, and felt attraction to, girls. I
know it's a gross generalisation, but most boys (from my own experience) go
through that whole "girls are disgusting" thing from about 8-12ish. I don't
think I ever had that kind of feeling, though, and when I was about 8-9 I
had a couple of girlfriends, which was quite unusual I think.

I was also an early developer - I was hitting puberty at the end of primary
school (10 1/2-11 years old) - which had the effect that right from the
beginning of high school I was sexually attracted to girls. However, it also
made me quite insecure. For example, as my voice was breaking, I tended to keep
very quiet for fear of sounding stupid (I was singing bass in the school choir
by the age of 13).

I also had the problem of just not being the "popular type" - I wasn't
sporty, and didn't have any interest in it, I liked to read and (without
sounding conceited) was quite an intelligent person, which gave
me the stigma of being a swot (which actually couldn't be further from the
truth - I put virtually no effort into my schoolwork, and got very high
marks. But coming out and saying, "actually, I sailed through those exams
without bothering to do any work" wasn't going to make any friends either!).

Also the physical side didn't help me out much - I'm not exactly the kind of
person you'd see on posters in teenage girls' bedrooms, if you know what I
mean. Anyway, result was, I ended up stuck in a situation where I was
extremely attracted to girls, and yet never had the nerve to do anything
about it. I frequently fantasize about what it could have been like with some
of the girls, if I had the guts back then. There was one girl in particular,
who still haunts my dreams today, to use a cheesy line. She was a year older
than me, and she had one of those consistent "on/off" relationships with my
then best friend, also a year older than me. That was from when I was about
9 to 13, I think. While sometimes they would be together, and sometimes they
wouldn't, they'd always have that thing between them, of which I was
jealous. There were several times when I almost made a move on her, but
never did. Again, this didn't help my self image - my friend was your basic
slim, blond-haired, blue-eyed outgoing type, while I was shy, bespectacled,
dark haired and stocky.

Now back to the present day. There's one girl I am particularly interested
in at present. 14 years old, dark hair, beautiful tanned skin, slim, still
only "budding". Also, she's quite accessible (in the fact that I see her
regularly). Now, she's really nice, friendly (though, unfortunately, not
THAT friendly!) and everything, and I don't think she'd necessarily react
badly to me approaching her. However, there is some history. Basically, to
cut a long story short, my dad and her mum are an item at the moment, which
in my mind kind of puts an unsavoury light on it. And the link goes farther
back than that. When my parents split up there was something going on
affairs-wise. I've still not picked up the courage to ask exactly what went
on, though I suspect wife-swopping went on somewhere or other. Basically, my
mum and dad were having affairs with her mum and dad (this was back when I
was 12, she would've been 8). As a result, my mum moved in with her dad, and
her mum moved in with my dad (truth is stranger than fiction, hey?). Me and
her both lived with her mum and my dad, while her brother and my other
brothers and sister lived with the other couple. So we were basically living
as brother and sister for a while (back then I didn't feel any attraction
towards her), so you can see why I'm somewhat reluctant about making a move.

Since our parents split up, and it is only recently her mum and my dad have
been seeing each other again. Another factor that puts me off in some ways
is that she is friends with my sister (12). I think my sister is an
influence on me in some ways - I must stress I do not feel ANY attraction
towards her, and only filial love. She is a very pretty girl, though (the
looker of the family). It's that whole thing of seeing a girl in the
street - or even worse, at school - and feeling attracted towards her, and
then thinking "hang on, she's the same age as my SISTER, if not younger".
The old protective impulses kick in, and I think "What if an older man tried
to seduce my sister? How would I react to that?" The funny thing is, though,
that I'm not attracted to any of her friends (or at least her close
friends). I don't know if this is because I am simply not attracted to them,
or because I have seen them grow up with my sister, and therefore put them
in a kind of "out of bounds" compartment. I must admit, I am somewhat
relieved by this.

But anyway, back to the girl I was talking about. I am finding myself more
and more drawn to her, and I know soon I'm going to have to move one way or
other - either take the plunge, or try and forget about her. That's one of
the problems with her being close to the family - she's often around at
weekends and stuff, but when she is around, so are the family, and I don't
feel comfortable in taking any action in those surroundings. And if I do
the old "Can I have a word in private" thing, it's as good as announcing
that I want her anyway. Still, in the summer she should be coming to Europe
with us. "In a kingdom by the sea..." The stupid thing is, I'm sure my
family wouldn't react too badly, after all, there's only a 4-year gap
between us, hardly earth-shattering.

But I still wouldn't feel comfortable with other people knowing about me.
Child-love is a very touchy subject with most people, as we all know. I
really feel that I could approach my mum about this, she's open-minded
and very compassionate. But still, there's the fact that she has got a young
daughter, and that will colour her views on the subject.

Oh, and to make matters worse, I'm taking a year out before I go to University.
In that time, I'm going to spend some months teaching English at a school
in the Americas. I arranged it before I'd really started to realise my
orientation, and now I'm somewhat anxious about what could take place. I
mean, I don't think I'm going to go berserk and molest young girls, but if
a girl were to approach me, I don't know that I'd turn it down. I mean, I
think that's probably just me fantasising more than anything, I think the
chance of any girl throwing herself at me is unlikely (Damn my petty
insecurities!), but still, I will be an "enigmatic stranger". Being thrown
off the project in disgrace for "improper conduct" and abusing a position
of authority would not set me up well for the future, I guess. Well, I think
I've finally come to the end now, sorry this has been so long and torturous.

My apologies if it doesn't make sense, but this is basic "stream of
consciousness" type  stuff, meaning I don't know how I got from one
line to the next! Well, any words of advice, support, abuse, and so
on will be greatly appreciated.

'?'
----------------------------------------------------------------------






'Philotonus' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Tell me - what do you do when you are burned out ? What do you do when all you
can think of is LG's ? What do you do when you are old and have been a LG
lover for so many years ? When your lil' loves have been taken from you (see
my previous posts) and you wander through a society which is hostile ? How do
you salve a tortured mind ? People here say it is normal but it doesn't
matter whether or not that is true does it ? We all have to deal with
societies realities. I came back here because I was lonely. Because I hurt.
How much more honest can I be ? I have been "around the block" so to speak. I
have lived the ups and downs of our existence. And it seems sometimes that my
life is so empty. This is not a 'troll post', friends - I am just a tortured
person who seeks solace. There is a saying "you cannot go home" so after
having loved a LG (Which is my nature) when you find yourself to be a lil'
older and alone what then ? How do you fill that space ? What do you do when
you want to hug her and cannot ? (tears)  Perhaps you think this BS eh ? I
get that reception. Is the truth so terrifying ? One of the most honest
statements I have ever heard (and it was never meant to be about peds) was:
"We feed the beast within, lest a beast we become." Think on it. I see
society and often wonder at them. They live their lives and love they say but
how about us ? What could be more pure than the love for a LG when we know
its ramifications? The risk we take and the fact we take so many chances
despite the possible consequences eh ? I wonder at "normal" people and often
wonder whether  they would go to such extremes for those they say they love
eh ? My heart goes out to each and everyone of you. If you don't know yet -
you will. Right now I am on the edge again - has happened many times in my
life. It is never easier. I wish to fall in love again. If there is a God
then perhaps I will.

Talk to me friends and keep me off that edge.

'Philotonus'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------




'kittencuddler' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

DD - Thanks for your reply concerning Lordagskveld.  I've seen
Is-slottet, but there was no bathing scene as you described.
The version I've seen is 76 minutes long, and shows Siss taking
a bath alone about an hour into the film.  There's also the
undressing scene near the beginning, but that ends with Unn
making the excuse of it being cold.  It also shows Siss dreaming
about her friend while she is still only missing.  Can you tell
me more about the one you've seen?  Other scenes of interest?
Perhaps more background and detail on the bathing scene you
mentioned?  Sounds pretty nice! ;)

--

Also, does anyone know what became of Yenool?  He had a pretty
cool site about mainstream legal films, online, but it went
away and now I can't find it.  Thanks for any info.

'kittencuddler'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Seg' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello,

I was wondering if anyone has heard of a 'zine someone once mentioned,
called _Squirts!_ ?

'Seg'
-----------------------------------------------------------------------




Academic papers note:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

Henry A. Giroux
"Innocence Lost: Child Beauty Pageants and the Politics of
Abuse," New Art Examiner (June 1998), pp. 26-31.

Henry A. Giroux
"Nymphet Fantasies: Child Beauty Pageants and the
Politics of Innocence," Social Text 16:4 (1998),
pp. 31-53.

& comment on latter...

"In the current (Winter 1999) issue, for example, there are articles on
things like 'Nymphet Fantasies: Child Beauty Pageants and the Politics
of Innocence,' by Henry Giroux, an Education professor at Penn State.
This article does little more than rehash conventional wisdom ('It's
more than a little perverse to strut six-year olds on stage and give
them thousand-dollar prizes for how they look') and couch it
in the accepted jargon." ...  "blames child beauty pageants and their
sexualization of little girls as the cause of the death of JonBenet
Ramsey, the child beauty queen in Colorado allegedly murdered by her
parents. It is more than mildly ironic that Social Text, once so
consumed with noting the phallo-centricities of nearly every object
imaginable and the prospects for the sexual revolution to extend to
unimaginable spheres, now frets over child beauty pageants."
 -- http://www.dartreview.com/issues/2.3.99/stflop.html

-----------------------------------------------------------------------




'Dalderious' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------------

'Cindy' wrote:
> What *I* say about it is *INCREDIBLE*!!!!!  I just
> caught (and taped!)  it by accident!  It is about a
> 10 year old rich bored girl, that becomes friends

Yes, _Lawn Dogs_ is a very good movie.  The more I think of
it, the better it gets.  I especially love the way she drew
out her speech.  Not sure why though.  But, she is
beautiful.

She was also in the 'Sixth Sense', as the girl who was
poisoned.  You can see they are the same girl, but you'd
never make the connection.

She is obviously a fine actress.  If anyone here had doubts,
go see it.

'Dalderious'
------------------------------------------------------------------------
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USA:
-----------------------------------------------------------

June 17th 2000

_Supreme Court: Anti-porn law doesn't apply to Internet_

Madison -- A person who sends pornography to a child over
the Internet cannot be charged under a state law with
exposing a minor to harmful materials, the Wisconsin
Supreme Court ruled Friday.

The case shows how the expansion of Internet use has
challenged existing laws, and comes down squarely in
favor of First Amendment rights to free expression.

The high court unanimously ruled the state law is
unconstitutional as it applies to the Internet and other
situations that do not involve face-to-face contact between
the child and the accused.

"We determine that the statute impermissibly shifts to the
defendant the burden of proving knowledge of the victim's
age and infringes on protected First Amendment expression,"
Justice Ann Walsh Bradley wrote in the court's ruling.

The case stems from the arrest of Lane Weidner, 35, of La
Crosse, who was charged with eight counts of exposing a
child to harmful material. He was accused of sending eight
sexually explicit photos - including one of himself - to a
16-year-old Marathon County girl.

Weidner met the girl, who said she told him she was 17, in
an Internet chat room. The two never met personally.

After his arrest, Weidner argued that the Internet makes it
virtually impossible to reliably tell the age of the
recipient of transmitted materials. As a result of the law,
Weidner said those using the Internet to distribute
constitutionally protected materials would refrain from
doing so.

Steven Phillips, an assistant state public defender
representing Weidner, said the ruling was a victory for
free speech rights on the Internet.

"It gives some teeth to the First Amendment and protects
the rights of persons to engage in speech which is
protected," Phillips said.

The law, Phillips said, went beyond protecting children and
chilled free expression between adults.

"Persons could not be certain who they were speaking with
over the Internet, and if they sent harmful materials to
someone who was a child they could be prosecuted," he said.

Weidner's case was thrown out by Marathon County Circuit
Judge Dorothy Bain, who called it unconstitutional. The
case bypassed the Court of Appeals and went directly to the
high court.

Weidner is in the county's work-release center, and his
status is uncertain pending further legal action.

In a related case in 1999, the state Supreme Court ruled
that people cannot be charged with sexual exploitation of a
child for distributing child pornography over the Internet
unless they had a reasonable opportunity to learn that the
victim was a minor.

The court followed that reasoning in developing Friday's
ruling.

"We conclude that contact on the Internet does not
constitute a personal meeting because it does not entail
face-to-face contact," Bradley wrote.

She added that interaction between people in cyberspace
does not rise to the level where it justified the "onerous
constitutional restriction" by the law.

The ruling prompted Gov. Tommy G. Thompson and Attorney
General James Doyle to call for quick changes in the law.

Last year, Thompson signed a bill that prohibits sexually
exploiting minors over the Internet. On Friday, he proposed
legislation that would go one step further, barring the
transmission of obscene pictures and suggestive stories to
children over the Internet.

Thompson said his office already has started drafting new
legislation to bypass the court's decision.

Doyle said "I hope it's a law we can get corrected
immediately upon the Legislature's coming back into
session next January."

------------------------------------------------------------



UK:
------------------------------------------------------------

June 18th 2000

_One girl in six hits puberty by age of eight_

One in six girls in Britain is reaching puberty by the
age of eight, according to new research which could change
the way we think about sex and childhood. This contrasts
with a figure of one in 100 a generation ago.

The research, which tracked the development of 14,000
children from birth, also found that one in 14
eight-year-old boys had pubic hair, an early indicator of
puberty, compared with one in 150 boys of their father's
generation.

The study, the most exhaustive of its kind, found that for
the first time in history girls are becoming physically
able to become pregnant while still at primary school.
Researchers also theorised that the rush of hormones that
accompanies puberty could lead to earlier incidences of
first sex, despite the emotional immaturity of a child
still too inexperienced to make informed decisions.

'Children are now starting adolescence earlier and staying
in it for longer than ever before,' said Professor Jean
Golding, director of the Children Of The Nineties study
at the Bristol University's Institute of Child Health.
'The whole process of sexual development has shifted entirely
within one generation; girls are now having sex before their
great-great-grandmothers had their first period. Half of
all girls in Britain will have entered puberty by the age
of 10.'

Rosemary Jones, a community paediatrician in Bath who is
working on a nation-wide study to complement the Bristol
research, believes that experts are still very ignorant of
the age at which children are capable of having sexual
intercourse and at what age they start developing an
interest in sexual experimentation. 'To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first time in 30 years that anyone
has tried to find out what's going on and the discoveries
made are amazing,' she said. The study found that, from a
sample of 1,150 girls, one in six had started puberty by
the age of eight.

Further research carried out for Channel 4 by the Schools
Health Education Unit in Exeter among 9,000 children found
that the age of the first period has fallen below 13 in
Britain for the first time. The age of average menarche is
now 12 years 10 months, compared to 13 years six months in
1969. The causes of this drop are still subject to
speculation.

Children Of The Nineties is the first research into puberty
to take place in Britain since 1969, when Professor James
Tanner tracked the development of 200 children in London
children's homes. This study is still the model for all
research and policy making that takes place in this country.
'At the moment everyone is relying on out-of-date and
incomplete information,' said Dr John Coleman, director of
the Trust for Study of Adolescence in Brighton.

Dr Marcia Herman-Gidden, a paediatrician who made similar
discoveries when conducting a study of 17,000 children in
America in 1997, believes the studies prove that society is
not to blame for the alleged sexualisation of children. 'This
is proof that children are programmed to be sexual at a
time when society still considers them to be very young,'
she said.

 [ The Children Of The Nineties study will be featured in
   Channel 4's Generation Sex series, which starts on
   27th June. ]

------------------------------------------------------------
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17th June 2000

_"Round Up The Usual Suspects"_

A new police database has been revealed in the National
Police Training College publication _Insider_.

The national database of serious sexual offenders is to be
compiled by the police to allow them to arrest possible
suspects within hours of an incident being reported.

The National Crime Faculty, based at the National Police
Training College at Bramshill, will gather information
from prisons, court cases, police officers and other
sources on serious sex offenders. The NCF expect to launch
the database this summer.

Such criminals are already on the Sex Offenders' Register,
which was set up by the Government to allow the authorities
to keep track of offenders. But that register contains only
the date, type of offence and current address of the
offender - information that by itself is of little help.

The new additional register is far more detailed and will
contain information about the psychology of suspects,
methods used and "possible links" to other crimes. It will
enable police officers to get a list of possible suspects
and similar attacks anywhere in the country immediately
they are told of an alleged crime.

Eventually, officers attending a scene of crime will be
able to access the database through a handheld computer.

------------------------------------------------------------




USA:
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3rd June 2000

_Fathers fight to protect the innocent_

Fathers who have found their names on a secret, state-wide
list of suspected child abusers say they want the county
and state to put some controls in place to protect
innocent people -- including the alleged victims, whose
names also end up on the list.

Since 1998, state law has required that people be notified
when their names are added to the list, known as the Child
Abuse Central Index. This list is separate from the
so-called 'Megan's Law' registry of convicted sex offenders
and predators.

The child-abuse list is made up of names submitted by police,
courts and social workers to the state Department of Justice.
State and county agencies, as well as local police departments
have access to it.

But some people say they haven't been notified, and the state
Department of Justice and the county each say the other is
responsible for the task. State law also requires that people
on the list be told they have the right to ask for a review.

The county says it would be too costly to notify the
estimated 125,000 accused county residents on the list, and
to review the social worker allegations on which the
reports are based.

San Diego dad Mark Arner said he spent more than $20,000 to
get the county to admit it had added his name to the state
list and to get his name taken off the list.  Arner is leading
the fight for a group of fathers, including some North County
dads, who know or believe they also have been listed as
suspected child abusers. They aren't challenging the state's
ability to keep the list, but they want the notification and
appeal rights granted them under the law.

Last month, the group of six dads, including three North County
men, petitioned county Department of Social Services Director
Robert Ross and county Supervisor Ron Roberts for help clearing
their names.

Ross did not return calls from the North County Times, but in a
TV interview last month said it was too expensive for the county
to notify those named before 1998 and to set up a review process.

Ed Cadena, an assistant deputy director of the county Health and
Human Services agency, said the department gets 20 to 25 requests
for reviews each month. The requester does not take part in the
review, conducted by county Health and Human Services staff, he
said.

Chief Deputy Attorney General Steve Coony said "The list itself is
all on paper and we literally have to go through it piece by piece
to sort out the names."

The current Child Abuse Central Index was set up in 1990, although
it dates back ultimately to 1965, by the state Department of
Justice, and is separate from the convicted sex offender registry.

The index is a private list of names supplied by county social
workers and police departments of people "suspected", not
convicted, of child abuse.  People are even listed if they have
had allegations made against them which an investigation found to
be "unsubstantiated".

The index is used by adoption agencies and agencies that license
people to work with children, such as teachers, and is part of
background checks on people applying for permits, licenses and
jobs.  The list contains more than 800,000 names of people who are
"suspected", but not convicted child abusers and their alleged
victims throughout California, according to the attorney general's
office.

Since the list is about allegations rather than proof, fathers
groups say it has become a tool for angry spouses used in custody
and divorce battles.

--

--Arner's father's group recommends--

At the request of Roberts, child psychologist Noll Evans and I have prepared
a list of five recommendations that we believe the County Board of
Supervisors can approve to help strengthen the Due Process rights of
citizens falsely accused of child abuse. They are:

1) to comply with a law passed by Congress in 1996 and initiate "provisions,
procedures and mechanisms" within the county ... "by which individuals who
disagree with an official finding of abuse or neglect can appeal such
findings (before entry of names into the Child Abuse Central Index).
Amendment to the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act (42 U.S.C.
5106a(b)(2)(A)(xi)(II).

2) to support legislation that would make the same changes proposed in
item 1, state-wide.

3) Provide written notification to the roughly 125,000 people in San Diego
County who have been listed as abuse suspects in the CACI since its creation
in 1965, but who have not previously been notified in writing. Also, such
persons should be offered a mechanism to appeal findings of child abuse
investigators, including access to review all records of the
investigation(s) involved.

4) to support legislation that would make the same changes proposed in item
3, state-wide (more than 850,000 Californians have been listed as abuse
suspects in CACI since 1965).

5) Create a Child Abuse Citizen Review Panel to advise the San Diego County
Board of Supervisors to "evaluate the extent to which" its HHSA "is
effectively discharging its child protection responsibilities as required by
state and federal law. The panel shall be composed of volunteer members who
are gender-balanced, broadly representative of the community, and include
members who have expertise in the prevention and treatment of child abuse and
neglect as recommended by CAPTA in 1988. Such experts should include peace
officers, protective service agency workers, child advocates, health and
mental health professionals, parents and representatives from parents
groups, including fathers and mothers.

------------------------------------------------------------
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June 11th 2000

_Punishing Teens to Protect Them_

IRVINE -- Among teenagers today, serious crime, murder,
violent deaths, traffic crashes and drug and alcohol abuse
are far rarer than among the youth of 25 years ago. Yet,
Californians continue to believe teenagers perpetrate
unheard-of savageries and require ever harsher policing, as
voters' massive approval of Proposition 21 in March
indicates. Under that get-tough law, stiffer penalties
juveniles as young as 14 can now be tried as adults.

Not just gang members and delinquents are targeted.
Average teens are increasingly shackled with daytime and
night-time curfews, driving curtailments and banishment from
movies, music and video games. The question of whether this
effort to restrict adolescents is appropriate has been
swept aside by the claim that it makes them safer. As one
police official declared, "Teens don't have rights if
they're dead." Implementation of youth curfews, driving
restrictions and similar crackdowns has usually been
followed by claims of huge reductions in crime, traffic
deaths and other ills -- assertions analysis reveals were
often dubious.

Here's an example: In 1994, Monrovia, Calif., imposed
a school-day curfew on youths that quickly won wide
acclaim. Police credited the curfew with cutting daytime
burglaries and thefts by 50% to 60%. President Bill Clinton
endorsed it during a 1996 campaign stop. The press
trumpeted Monrovia's "small-town success." Other cities,
seeing this, rushed to impose daytime and nighttime curfews
that, if adopted as the White House suggested, would allow
youths out in public only a few hours on most days.

Then, in January 1998, a Monrovia police statistician
admitted, during a lawsuit deposition and with virtually no
publicity, that the figures were wrong. Revised data from
police showed a big surprise: Crime had indeed dropped in
Monrovia from 1994 to 1997, though no more than in
neighbouring cities without curfews, but the biggest
declines occurred during hours the curfew was not in
effect. The crime decrease during summer months (down 43%)
and school-year weekends and evenings (down 34%), when
youths were allowed in public, was larger than during
school-day hours (down 29%) when juveniles were banished.

My 1998 state-wide analysis for the Center on Juvenile
and Criminal Justice, published in Western Criminology
Review, similarly found cities with curfews had no larger
declines in crime than cities that let teenagers be in
public as they and parents chose. In fact, San Francisco,
which abolished its youth curfew in 1992, showed
California's biggest drops in urban violent crime, juvenile
homicides and teenage deaths from murder, firearms and
other violence.

Why do cities and time periods with large numbers of
youths in public -- such as San Francisco and the summer
months in Monrovia (when an exemplary recreation program
draws young people outdoors) -- show healthier crime
declines? As urban scholar William H. Whyte has stated,
"Good places are largely self-policing," meaning that when
many and varied people fill a location, it is less likely
crime will occur, so safety is enhanced. Conversely,
sweeping security efforts often backfire. A curfew can
create vacant neighborhoods, which offer better
opportunities for crime, while occupying police with
removing law-abiding teenagers from public. In Vernon,
Conn., among 400 curfew citations, police reported
virtually no criminal activity, intoxication or other
misbehavior by youths they cited and sent home.

Another youth-control measure, California's 1997
teenage-driving law, prohibits new drivers under age 18
from driving alone or with teenage friends unless
accompanied by a parent or other adult age 25 and older.
Supporters of the law promptly pronounced it a success, but
recent figures from the Highway Patrol reveal otherwise.

Before the law took effect, traffic fatalities among
16-year-olds had plummeted 50%, and injury-causing wrecks
fell 30% in 10 consecutive years of decline. But in the
first year since the new law took effect in July 1998,
16-year-olds suffered a 41% jump in traffic deaths, their
biggest increase in decades, and there was no improvement
in injury wrecks. This is especially troubling since the
law applied almost exclusively to 16-year-olds in its first
year.

Some fault for this misdirected policy lies with the
state Office of Traffic Safety, whose Youthquake forums in
1997 warned that an "alarming population trend" -- meaning
more teenagers -- would increase highway deaths and
drunk-driving accidents. Yet, state figures showed no
reason to panic. Teenage traffic deaths had been falling
for two decades. In 1977, drivers under age 18 were in 451
fatal wrecks; in 1987, 321; in 1997, 187--60% fewer per
driver than in the 1970s. In 1997, a quarter-million more
16-year-olds to 19-year-olds had 6,000 fewer serious
crashes than in 1990. In fact, 40-year-olds drunkenly kill
and injure far more people than 17-year-olds do; in
addition, 40-year-old men cause more drunken highway deaths
and injuries than all teenage girls, age 15-19, combined.

While advocates of the new law claimed teens were in
peril if allowed to drive alone or with peers, the evidence
demonstrates that teens were safer, and improving their
record more rapidly, when they and parents (not a sweeping
law) made the decision. The best way to improve novices'
driving is to provide intensive, behind-the-wheel
professional instruction. That's more expensive than the
new law's deputizing of any over-25 driver -- an age group
that caused 1 million serious crashes in California in the
1990s -- as an instructor. But wasn't safety supposedly the
goal?

Now, the latest panacea for society seems to be
restricting youths' access to media and entertainment. One
leading authority, former West Point psychologist David
Grossman, argues that violent video games, movies and music
make today's teens more violent, even murderous. Certainly
violent games (or Beatles music or even the Bible) might
incite a disturbed individual, but Grossman and other media
critics claim they're warping an entire generation. Yet,
the evidence cited is peculiar: Grossman blames violent
media for the increase in aggravated assaults over the last
35 years, but he fails to note that assault rates peaked in
1992 and have since fallen sharply.

Indeed, after the violent interactive video games
appeared -- Mortal Kombat in 1992, Doom in 1993, Quake in
1996 -- rates of serious teenage crime and other ills
plummeted, according to FBI statistics. In California, as
video games, rap music, R-rated movies and Internet
patronage proliferated in the 1990s, teen-murder rates fell
by 60% and other violence dropped 20%. Grossman's thesis
that an increase in video games resulted in an increase in
youth violence was unfounded, as proved by standard crime
statistics.

The panicky authorities who predicted that cataclysmic
crime and chaos would accompany increased numbers of
teenagers were flatly wrong. From 1990 through 1999,
America's teen population rose by 4 million, yet crime,
traffic wrecks and other ills declined to their lowest
levels in decades. Analysis shows recent anti-youth
clampdowns deserve no credit for positive trends and
probably hampered them. In fact, youth behavior
improvements began years earlier and were stronger in time
periods and areas, such as San Francisco, that permitted
youths more freedom.

If it seems contrary to common sense that better
teenage conduct accompanies fewer mass restrictions,
consider Canada and Western Europe, where teenagers are
freer to be in public, drink alcohol and engage in adult
behaviors, yet display low rates of mishap. Americans,
however, increasingly define "adolescent" not as "adult in
progress," but "abstain from everything." The result is
that U.S. teenagers often avoid grown-ups, promoting the
peer cultures that terrify society as a whole. In the end,
today's ineffective, needlessly restrictive controls to
protect youth are not intended to promote safety as much as
control -- and, to paraphrase Thomas Jefferson, achieve
neither.

-----------------------------------------------------------





Snippet from BoyChat:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Texas (USA) Democratic Party Platform, adopted June 10, 2000
(summary prepared by a BoyChat reader), proposed...

[...]

Elimination of deferred adjudication and probation for sex offenders.

-----------------------------------------------------------




UK: civil-liberties:
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_Our zero privacy_

June 18th 2000

The Home Office has a new sneer for those who question
its assault on rights to do everything from protest to be
tried by juries. In the past, we have been Old Labour
'dinosaurs' ignorant of the authoritarian necessities of
hard times. Without contradiction, we then metamorphosed
into 'woolly Hampstead liberals' despite our inability to
afford a broom cupboard in Hampstead. For a brief,
marvellous moment the most cynical of politicians decided
their critics were 'cynics' for refusing to endorse their
cynicism. Perhaps they heard the howls of hollow laughter.
Perhaps they thought there ought to be a connection,
however faint, between words and the phenomena they purport
to describe. For whatever reason, Jack Straw has ruled that
all who regard him as a public menace will henceforth be
known as 'paranoids'.

The cause of the linguistic shift is the reaction to the
extraordinary Regulation of Investigatory Powers Bill,
currently before Parliament. The Government is proposing to
give itself, the secret police, honest police, and indeed,
each and every civil servant, the power to bug the phones,
cars, homes, pagers, emails and internet use. Warrants to
intercept will not be issued by a judge, but by Ministers.
The law will thus place spies above the rule of the law
courts.

Liberty and other human rights groups have been banging on
about the threat of uncontrolled surveillance for months.
Because they represent paranoid/liberal/Old Labour/cynics
they were ignored by most MPs. Last week, however, the
issue took off. Simon Davies, a visiting professor at the
London School of Economics and the director of Privacy
International, estimated that the Government's insistence
that internet service providers fit black boxes so MI5 can
monitor what their customers are reading and writing may
cost Britain 46 UKP billion as hi-tech companies conclude that
a country demanding the right to pry without independent
checks wasn't a safe place to do business in.

The Financial Times hyper-ventilated. The state was
demanding powers 'that Joseph Stalin would have used with
relish', it cried. The British Chamber of Commerce and the
Federation of Electronic Industries went wild. Stephen
Byers 'forcefully' conveyed their concerns to Straw. All
Blair's chirping about ebusiness leading Britain into a
century of opulent gee-whizzery suddenly had a tinny ring.
It's great to have the FT and its readers on side. But to
be fair to Straw - this notebook's raison d'etre - he is
merely imitating business. What is truly frightening is the
ability of private and public power to stare into corners.
Millions leave democratic society behind when they go to
work. The technologies which nerdish boosters claim are
bringing choice and freedom are putting powers to
invigilate in the hands of managers, as well as policemen,
beyond the imagination of Henry Ford. If the Government is
reading emails and monitoring website hits, then so are
employers. Last year, to quote one of many examples, five
workers at Rolls-Royce in Bristol were fired and 10 more
were punished after a search of messages found that dirty
pictures had been emailed from its workstations.

You might argue that nudes are deplorable and the upright
have nothing to fear; just as Straw argues that people who
use the internet only to read material MI5 approves of have
no reason to trouble their silly little heads about his
bill. Yet at Rolls-Royce staff were disciplined for sending
gossip on company time as well as the odd bit of filth and
the firm ignored the sale of porn mags in its site shop.
And if Straw is interested only in capturing criminals why
does he refuse to allow judges to rule if invasions of
privacy are tolerable?

Reassurances that the innocent have no reason to fret also
miss the psychological effect of knowing you're being
watched. The next time you surf the net and hit a sex or
radical site by mistake, will you feel someone or some
computer has logged your interest?

If you don't have a terminal, what about your phone?
Mohamed al-Fayed became notorious for bugging staff at
Harrod's who complained to union representatives about his
sexism and racism. Ali F may be a bully and buffoon, but
there's nothing exceptional about him. A study by Davies's
Privacy International found that 200,000 bugs a year are
sold quite legally in Britain. The most sophisticated -
Direct Intelligence Access Listening (DIAL) systems - are
powered off the telephone line and can run without
maintenance for years. Crispin Sturrack, who works for the
security consultants Cope Whiterock, described DIAL and its
rivals thus: 'These things are getting smaller and cheaper
by the day. And our job is made harder because they are now
almost undetectable and unrecognisable.'

As with bugs, so with cameras. The current issue of Index
on Censorship is sobering reading for anyone who believes
the knowledge economy nurtures freedom. It details how
Britain spends more on CCTV surveillance than any other
European country (385 UKP million last year). New digital
cameras can link faces and number plates to data banks of
targets' images and the Driver and Vehicle Licencing
Centre's records and, indeed, be programmed to track mugs
and cars. The soothing Straws say if you're not a criminal
you've nothing to worry about. CCTV is a deterrent. They
ignore the push to produce lenses that can be hidden
without the surveyed knowing they're there to deter.
Cameras 42mm square which can see in virtual darkness cost
100 UKP.

We must ask what happens when people realise they have good
reason for suspecting they can be tracked at work and on
the streets? It's not as if the monitors are interested
only in crime prevention or malingering. Spying has always
attracted creeps. Chris Norris and Gary Armstrong,
lecturers at Hull and Reading Universities, got into CCTV
centres and saw police voyeurs getting their thrills
watching, but not arresting, prostitutes at work.

Soon every employee will have to produce a copy of his or
her criminal record. A survey by the Metropolitan Police
found that 86 per cent of records were wrong and many
mistakes were so bad the alleged criminals could sue. More
than a million workplace drug tests were conducted last
year as body searches without a warrant became the fashion.
Straw will extend mass sampling to police stations. You
might think you're not at risk if you're clean, but checks
in Ontario found 40 per cent of tests were inaccurate. A
drug test means urinating in front of a manager, police
officer or medic (who has to certify the right piss has
been taken). Isn't this a public humiliation? Isn't it
likely that a population which is watched and sampled
without judicial oversight, and is wary of reading the
wrong email, at home or work, will become passive and
suspicious?

Outside the call centres where every key stroke and visit
to the loo is studied, there is little evidence that people
are cowed. The reaction to Straw's internet snooping is the
first sign of a general understanding that paranoia is the
sanest of responses to the enormous resources corporate and
state spies now have at their fingertips.

Scott McNealy, the CEO of the cutting-edge company Sun
Microsystems, gurgled recently: 'You have zero privacy -
get over it!' There is an alternative: Get Straw.

-----------------------------------------------------------




Movie news: noted on BoyChat:
-----------------------------------------------------------

[...] I have seen the previews for a film from Spain,
_Butterfly_ about the relationship between an older man,
and an 8 year old boy, from Spain, in the time period of
1936, and it looks SUPERB! A BL friend of mine has already
seen it at the recent Seattle Film Festival, and gave it a
rave review. There is supposed to be a web site for it,
www.butterflythemovie.com, but it apparently isn't working.
The boy is very cute. Anyway, it will be opening, probably
in limited release initially, on Friday, and then probably
will expand out.

-----------------------------------------------------------




Call for information:
-----------------------------------------------------------

'?' writes:

I have to write something that is coming out in the US, and
I need some help.

Can anyone tell me whether you know of anyone who has claimed
to make an accurate count of 'hardcore' [ie: sexually-explicit
images of sex acts] images on the internet (whether new or
old)?  Has anyone seen _any_ figures from law enforcement?

-----------------------------------------------------------
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'Spike' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------

Yuri wrote:
>"Has anyone seen Spike lately?  I'm kind of getting
>worried, as he hasn't posted anything in weeks."

Yep, I am here! It's nice to know that I'm being
missed :)  I am alive and well!

--

'kittencuddler' writes:
>"Also, does anyone know what became of Yenool?  He
>had a pretty cool site about mainstream legal films, online,
>but it went away and now I can't find it.  Thanks for any info."

Yes I know what you are talking about, Huri.net was
hosting his site, but according to some rumours, the
guy who owned the server of Huri.net got pressured
from his government (I am not sure if it is US or some
other gov't) and instead of going through courts and
such, he just decided to shut down his server all
together... Yenool has not been able to find another
server to accept his website, and so, unfortunately
the site is no longer in existence, what a shame too,
I actually enjoyed his site too..

  [ Also it has been superseded now by the various huge
    'young starlets' mega-sites, and by Quilty's
    forthcoming movie-girls encyclopaedia ;) ]

--

First, Megan and Kristie is doing just fine, Megan
is getting ready to turn 8 (my favorite age for lgs)
and Kristie is beginning to blossom. Her little nips,
are turning into a handful!

I love that age where they begin to blossom out a
little, but hate it when they fully blossom, you know?
Kristie is still pushing for intercourse, and as of
now, I have totally resisted it, even though we have
had special tender moments of rubbing, touching and
sucking.  I don't know if I posted it here, but I met
a 13 yr old girl named Heather, slightly 'mentally
disordered'... family is wealthy and I have been coming
over and talking with Heather and with her parents
approval I have taken her out a couple of times to
movies and such. Very nice moments together, but
nothing sexual, I think of her a good friend, and she
likes me very much I think. Her parents are not pushy
or anything but they are very glad that I have decided
to make friends with her, and that I don't "pretend"
to like her, I really do like her.

I met yet another girl last week.

I went to my home church's Homecoming... for those who
don't know what a homecoming is, it's a church's
celebration to celebrate how old the church
is... anyways I was there, and I haven't been to this
particular church in about 6 yrs or so... as always... in
just about every church I've been to, little girls
abounded :) one particular cutey pie was fidgeting
through out the whole entire church service (with all
the singing and preaching it ended up to be about 2
hours long) anyways... at the end of the service she
stands up and asks her mom could she change now... when
her mom agreed she squealed "YES!" and ran to the back
of the church, to the bathrooms...

A few mins later, she emerged with nothing but a shirt
on, the shirt went to her knees, and she had her
little dress in her hand... I know that it shouldn't
matter, because a shirt and a dress is basically the
same, but it mattered to me, and I was turned on, I
couldn't help it, when we went to the fellowship hall
to eat I ran into the girl, (not exactly by accident)
and had a lovely conversation with her and her mother.
I had Megan with me, and we were all talking and
giggling, and everything. Eventually we got alone
together, in the sand area of the church where all the
kids go and get dirty :) Well during this time, while
Megan was getting her hair full of sand, I was
checking out this girl. I found out she was 9 yrs old,
her name is Peggy Jean but everyone called her P.J.
and she was going to join a team but not sure which
one.

Well, I don't if you guys know this or not, but I am a
youth worker, and a coach for a sports team. So, I
naturally asked her what she thought about swimming.
She gave it a thought and smiled at me and said I wouldn't
mind being on a swimming team. So I went to her Mother.
I told her that P.J. wanted to be part of a swimming
team, and I was a coach of one, and what she thought about
it, well, tomorrow P.J. will be coming to my class for her
first lesson :) You see? It pays to present yourself
friendly to other people... you'll never know who you'll
run into or might do..:)

The very next day I did get to see P.J. in a very nice
swimsuit that she picked out on her own. It was 2
piece, pink, and about a size too big for her. I was
ecstatic, and allowed her to wear the suit for the
first day, the next lesson she would have to wear what
everybody else was wearing... speedo type shorts and
top, black and ugly... so this was a real treat for her
to wear this type thing in the pool. Needless to say I
was aroused the whole entire time, teaching her to
stay afloat and trying to get her to open her eyes
underwater. While trying to teach her to float, her
bathing suit was very loose on her, and given the
water sloshing around, I got a very nice look at her
privates many, many times. I was scared to get out of
the water when the parents showed up to take their
little darlin's home, so I kept in the pool and waited
while everyone went home, I spent the time trying to
get myself calmed down enough so I can get out. It
took me about 20 mins to do so.

I am now trying to find another job, I am just
figuring in the future here. I have a good thing going
with Megan's dad. I don't have pay anything, all I do
is watch Megan and clean the house, and he pays all
the bills. I have to start thinking about the future
though, Megan will be old enough to watch herself in
about 3-4 yrs and Megan's dad will no longer need me,
and he could tell me that I would have to leave. So I
thought I would get a good job now, save some money
while I'm living with her, and I should have a lot of
money when that time comes. I do work part-time at a
night job, but it doesn't really pay all that much and
I went to part time after moving in with Megan, it's
been real nice, and it's almost like a vacation for
the past year, but I need to start thinking about the
future and the possibility of him kicking me out... it
could happen, then again it might not, but I would
rather be ready and not sorry.

--

I would like to apologize that I haven't posted
anything for a while, no excuses really, just have
been posting on a chat board on a regular basis, but I
will try to send something to the list at least once or
twice a month here...

Until next time..

'Spike'
---------------------------------------------------------------




'Mr. Children' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

'DD' wrote:
> I missed Laura's birthday so I am "in the dog house" at
> the moment.

Oops!  I couldn't agree with you more, "Work sucks".  Do
fill us in on how next weekend goes, though =)

I just put a big post-it note in a prominent place so I'll
be sure not to forget my Tina's birthday.  It's still a
ways away, but you can never be too careful.

Speaking of birthdays, what kind of presents have you all
gotten your loved ones?  I know it's kind of a personal
thing, but right now I don't have any good ideas -- maybe
one of your ideas will make me think of something that
will work for Tina.  It's got to be something that looks
to her parents like I gave the matter 30 seconds of thought
and not much expense,  but lets her know I was thinking about
her.  A dozen roses is definitely out.  Well, you know the
drill...

School is finally out 'in my neck of the woods'.  It's about
time!  Tina is now officially a 4th grader ("I'm in love with
a 4th grader" sounds marginally less absurd than "I'm in love
with a 3rd grader").  I've been getting to see her most every
weekend, and she spends all the time with me she can.  Neither
of us have done anything overt yet, but she's slowly getting
more and more physical.  She's started sitting in my lap
occasionally, and constantly clinging to my side whenever I'm
talking to other people and trying my best to pretend to
ignore her.  Of course, I'm not doing anything to try to
discourage her ;-)

--

'Daveboy' wrote:
> (a rant on using the word 'paedophile')

Those TV shows really must have struck a nerve.  I didn't see
them (being in America and all), but every once in a while they
I happen across something like that on the TV or radio here,
and it can be pretty hard to take.  To make matters worse, I
think every time I've seen one of those programs, it's been
when another friend or relative was in the room :-(

'Mr. Children'
-----------------------------------------------------------




'DD'writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------

Laura's 'surprise' party was a real joy, she is now back to
her usual self, and is not being hard on me for neglecting
to visit her on the actual day.  What really surprised me was
the trouble her Mom went too to arrange it all.  Perhaps I
have misjudged all concerned.  I can't remember when I last
had the chance to play with so many LG's.  I don't know who
enjoyed it most, them or me.  Even being used as a climbing
frame and a punch bag was worth every minute, and I made
lots of new little friends.  What a wonderful day we all
had.  Being showered with hugs and kisses and so many LG's
wanting a turn on my lap made me feel like a celebrity, but
the real star was Laura, who gave me the biggest sloppiest
kiss and hug afterwards :-)

--

This weekend she came to dinner with her Mom and brother, it
was a lovely family style day and we all had 'a whale of a
time'.  She said several times that she wanted to come and
live with me, even to the point of asking her Mom, I found
that very unnerving.  She wore Jeans cut down to shorts
which complimented her coltish legs so beautifully, and a
little short top showing her tummy and bare shoulders over
which her dark hair flowed.  As if that were not enough to
have to contend with, she ran about the house barefoot for
most of the day.  So refreshing for her not to have the
usual disgustingly dirty socks on.  She is the most
wonderful creature in all creation, I adore her.  Her
brother was so good too, he played happily on my computer
and he actually volunteered to make endless cups of coffee
and made us all laugh with his jokes and silly antics.  At
one point I felt so sorry for him, in what must have been a
slip of the tongue he called me Dad, I almost wished that I
was.

When it was time to go she ran back to say goodbye, (for the
umpteenth time), and her beaming smile turned to tears as
she hugged me and spoke of her love for me.  She goes to an
adventure camp soon for a whole week, I don't know how I can
wait so long, but I know when she comes back it will be
wonderful.  I love her so very much, I am so lucky, I really
really am.

DD takes a well deserved 'biff' from Easy Rider, :-() Youch
!!, I needed that.

--

You may recall me saying I had a female friend coming to see
me for some support and comfort, having left her violent
partner.  During a deep conversation she asked me how long I
had known I was Gay.  I'm not Gay I said.  She looked at me
long and hard and her blank expression turned into a grin,
at which point she said "its a pity I'm not twenty years
younger then".  I just smiled and said nothing.  She's
great, and she's right.  Female intuition ?, bahhh humbug.

Take care everyone.

'DD'

------------------------------------------------------------




'GL7' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------

Greetings from GL7:

There's been a new twist in the Kim story - something so unusual
and rare that I have never heard of such a thing before and was
totally flabbergasted by it. Because it was so unique, I can't
mention what it was at this time.

As if that were not enough, days later there was another close
encounter which occurred so close to my house that I could hardly
believe it. It was a dream come true. I had fantasies a few weeks
ago about Kim knocking on my door and asking me to take her in
because of severe problems at home. Well, that didn't happen, but
for her actually to be on my property blew my mind.

'GL7'
-------------------------------------------------------------




'Drew' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------

Hi. My name is Drew, I'm 36, retiring soon from an 18 year career,
Bisexual, married twice (working on 2nd divorce). I've spent virtually
my entire adult life either married or engaged to someone. Have been in
a career that had me moving around the world. The career is at times
rewarding, at times trying. The first marriage lasted 12 years & was
miserable. I eventually left her for another woman, whom I married. The
2nd marriage was a complete joy & she left after 6 months. Figures.
People describe me as gentle-natured & kind hearted. It's actually hurt
me in my career, because I lack the business 'killer instinct', & my
leadership style is not harsh enough.

I grew up in a religious, family-oriented world with lots of kids. I was
one of the oldest of 8 kids, & had 14 cousins I grew up with. I changed
my first diaper at age 4, & I've never gone very long without being
involved in some kind of child care. Funny thing is, I don't have any
kids of my own (biologically). The first wife was infertile, we adopted
her niece shortly after birth. My adopted daughter is 11 now. My 2nd
wife has 3 kids, and although we're not together, she prefers that I be
their father figure. They are the biggest reason she married me. I knew
her & her kids for 2 years before I left the 1st wife. I used to take
care of the kids & I had bonded with them, particularly her oldest
daughter, who is now 14. She also has a boy, 10, & another girl, 4. We
were already friends when she got pregnant with the youngest. I helped
her with the baby so much, that she bonded with me instead of her father
(he was a putz).

Basically, I've always been attracted to young girls & boys since I was
young myself. There was a lot of sexual activity going on with cousins &
such since as far back as I can remember. As a kid, I had sexual contact
with adults as well, & it was enjoyable. Although I've had quite a few
age-disparate relationships throughout my life,  it is only very
recently that I started to accept myself as a child lover & try to stop
feeling like there was something wrong with me. After my 2nd wife left,
I got into a 12-step program for Sex Addiction. The soul searching &
introspection that comes with 12-step work eventually made me realize
that my attraction to children has been perhaps the most positive &
healthy aspect of my sexual life. My relationships with grow women have
all been addictive. I'm very co-dependent.

I've had a lot of very loving, emotional relationships with children
that included mutual sexual attraction, but very few have been taken to
a physical level, because I've been afraid of causing "emotional damage"
(still thinking I was doing something bad). Basically, a child has had
to be real aggressive & forward in their desires to get me to go there.
I've got some kind of thing with kids. I enjoy their company immensely, &
they seem to trust me instinctively & want to be around me.  I can
relate to them easily, & get them to talk to me about things they won't
talk to other grown - ups about. I could never imagine myself hurting a
child.

Sorry I rattled on so long. There's no one else to talk to about this
stuff.

BTW, for our friends in England, what's a Swot?

'Drew'
---------------------------------------------------------------------

  [ A 'swot' is old school slang for a boy or girl who likes reading,
    is intelligent, and who studies and passes exams.  Aka: 'brainbox',
    'prof' or 'professor', or 'Brains' (after the Thunderbirds character.)
    Usually wears glasses. ]




'Sanctuary' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

I just saw on the news that our area has implemented
a map on the Internet to pinpoint where convicted sex
offenders live with circles around schools and
different colored dots to indicate their risk.

I see a number of difficulties with this plan:

1) This reinforces the stereotype of strangers who hang
around schools to abduct children.

2) It gives vigilantes targets for retribution

3) There is no differentiation between discovered consensual
relationships and child rape.

Hopefully parents will not prevent their children from
playing outside in those neighbourhoods but I can see
that happening. Too bad for the children. Not only do
they get to learn to be more afraid of strangers but they
get to be prisoners in their own homes as well.

'Sanctuary'
--------------------------------------------------------------------




'Delglish' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

It has been a very long time since I have posted anything. I was
wondering what is a 49 year old man to do that loves sweet pre little
girls? I work so much that I am never around any little girls.

How to find little girls to love? I get on the web and look at legal
pictures when I can, and do love all the sweet little girls that I
see there.

'Delglish'
--------------------------------------------------------------------



'Lloyd' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi, this is "?" from the June 11th post. From this moment henceforth I shall
be known as "Lloyd".

Well, here goes another load of teen angst...

More random thoughts, as I sit here supposedly revising for my final
exams. I've been reading through some of the archives, and seeing some
interesting things. The first thing that's really struck me is the number of
people who were "sexually active" in some way or another at a young age. I
must admit, I'm jealous! I never really remember being all that aware at a
young age. I think I must have been about 9 when my mum gave me the "facts
of life" talk, but I'd not been particularly interested before, or after (to
the best of my knowledge) until I got to high school. I'd had "feelings" for
girls, as I said, but I never really remember anything overtly sexual. There
were, of course, a few encounters. I remember taking a bath with a girl a
year older than me (either when I was 6 or 8 - my mother was giving birth to
either my sister or one of my brothers at the time, which is why I was at
the girl's house - pretty symbolic, hey? ;) ), and though I can't remember
exactly, I'm sure we had the "comparing bodies" type conversation.

Another, more "sexual" experience was again when I was about 8 (though I
don't remember exactly). She was an old friend from the place I used to live
(I moved from the suburbs to a small rural village when I was 4). It was a
definite case of "absence makes the heart grow fonder", and I was convinced
that I was in love with her. Anyway, her mum brought her and her little sister
down to stay with us for the weekend.

I remember going with her to see Bambi, and playing in the garden the nest
day, as mummy and daddy deer (or possibly Bambi and his squeeze - whatever
her name was). It was basically just "innocent" (I'll get to the speech
marks around that later on in this ramble) play, nuzzling each other and so
on. That night I took her to my treehouse and confessed to her that I loved
her. I think her reaction was something along the lines of "Oh, that's nice"
or "Thank you" - one of those really confidence-inspiring replies! (And I
wonder why I'm such an emotional cripple ;) ). Anyway, the next day she went
back to the city, and I've not seen her since <sniff>.

The other which I remember was with a girl at the village school. I think I
was about nine then, and the girl was new at school - moved down from
London. She was very pretty, but as far as I remember she was one of those
children who could be a bit on the cruel side. She was one of those who
teased and was teased. There was definitely animosity between her and my
best friend. Anyway, I remember being attracted to her in that stand-offish
kind of way. My family was invited to her new years eve party, and I remember
we played "Mummies and daddies", kissing and cuddling behind an umbrella in
the hallway. Nothing happened after that, though, and her family moved back
to the city within the year. (The effect I have on women...)

And that - aside from a couple of sessions of intense, yet passionless,
French kissing with a 15 yo when I was 16 - is pretty much the extent of
my sexual experience to date. One other memory (again in that vague "8-9 yo"
time frame) is of me and the friend I mentioned in my last post playing
with a couple of girls 2 years my senior at primary school. This was
playing in a strictly "play" sense - no physical stuff. It was all
play-acting, which thinking back was probably quite _interesting_. The
game I remember playing was that me and my friend were slaves, and the two
girls were our Ancient Roman mistresses.

Just think - businessmen would _pay_ for that sort of thing! I'm sure
psychoanalysts would find it interesting too.

Now having covered my actual physical experiences, I suppose it's time to
move onto my obsession - this I touched upon in my last post. Basically,
there was a girl - "T", we'll call her -  I was infatuated with from the
ages of about 9-13 (I think - I'm sorry I'm so vague with the dates/ages. My
memory is completely shot to pieces - I'm becoming more and more conscious of
how little I remember of the past, but some images are burnt into my mind.
Like the tree-house from above. I remember bumping my head on a small branch.

Other things, though, just slip my mind completely - big, important things -
like I can't remember the exact year my parents split up. Probably just a
sign of my growing insanity.) She was incredibly beautiful, in a sort of
"different" way. She had dark hair, not quite black, but a dark brown. It
was long and straight, down to her shoulderblades - long-haired girls are a
definite turn-on for me. I'm all for equality of fashion and so on, and as
far as I care, girls can cut their hair as short as they like. But _I_ like
it to be long. Anyway, she had this dark hair, and very pale skin, which I
always think looks good. To top it all off, she had really nice blue eyes -
in my opinion, there's nothing that looks quite so good on a girl as dark
hair and blue eyes - it adds a sort of "exotic" quality. I don't really
remember much about her body - I think she was quite thin, and I don't think
she ever really developed huge breasts - but then even today I tend to be
more interested in faces than in bodies. As I said, she had pale, milky
skin, and her face was quite long. Not in the sense of having a "horsy"
face, I think "willowy" would be the most satisfactory way of describing it,
if that means anything. She had a long nose - not in the sense of a big
nose, a hook nose or anything like that - just long down her face. Similar
to Uma Thurman's nose. Well, enough of the description already. As I've
said, she was in this "on-and-off" relationship with my then best friend. The
relationship between all of us was always quite interesting, I suppose. My
friend, "S", was exactly a year and a day older than me, while she was
almost exactly half way between us in age - slightly closer to his age than
mine, and therefore in his year group at school. She left our primary school
when she was young (before I had a crush on her) and moved to a different
primary school. She was also to go to a different high school to me and S.

There was still contact with her, though, as her mum used to direct the
local village pantomime (A kind of musical play with lots of slapstick, for
all those not familiar with this very English form of entertainment!), and
all three of us were involved in this. We were all also involved in this
Euro twinning organisation in the village (a foreign-exchange thing). The
three of us generally formed a unit when we were together, but they had this
perpetually fluctuating relationship. The upshot of this was that I usually
felt like the proverbial third wheel. I don't think that S was ever really
aware of this, although I have a feeling that sometimes T may have noticed
it. There were several times when I considered, and wanted to, approach her,
but I never did. I think that I was to some extent intimidated by S - not in
the sense of physical violence or whatever, but just because "he was there
first". Also, as I think I mentioned before, he and I were quite different.
He was very confident and outgoing, while I  very shy and withdrawn. he was
also very much a "pretty boy", while I <ahem> wasn't. The list goes on, but
basically it was a case that he was everything that I wasn't but wanted to
be. So the result was I passed up every opportunity I ever got with her.

Looking back, there are times when I think I could have possibly "got in"
with her, "But in the end, my friend, 20/20's hindsight...." One time I
remember in particular was when I had one of incredibly few public emotional
outbursts. It was at the time my parents were splitting up, and I burst into
tears at the local youth club. It was triggered off by her playing
"Memories" I think it's called - the song from Cats - on the piano. I recall
that, while several people were being sympathetic, she seemed to show more
interest. Whether this was because feeling that from her was more important
than from other people or not I don't know. But she offered me a shoulder to
cry on, but I was completely unable to open up to her. Another thing I
remember was her saying that I had nice eyes once - this was when I started
wearing contact lenses for a while. Again, this wasn't any big deal really,
I suppose, but (without turning this into any more of a sob story than it
already seems) any compliments like that are few and far between for me, and
at the time it meant a lot. That whole bit ended up a lot more vague than I
had hoped, but I had to stop writing for a day or so when I was halfway
through, and since then I lost my train of thought, and several of the
memories I'd dragged up. C'est la vie.

Right, now I feel like getting contentious (Pretentious? - probably). I'm
interested by the use of "innocence" in relation to lgs. Looking through the
archives for this time last year (approx.) there was some interesting debate
on the idea of morality and innocence surrounding sex with a lg. I don't
want to stir up what was a pretty ugly can of worms again, but I do want to
throw in my 2 cents (around 1.5 pence, I believe ;) ). Anyway, I had my own
ideas about innocence, and I looked in the dictionary to see what they
defined it as. "Simple" and "guileless" were two of them, "free of moral
wrong" another, and of course "not guilty of a crime". In a court of law
there is a reason why, although the accused may plead innocence, they are
only ever sentenced as "not guilty". This is because "innocence" is a
subjective word, different people interpret it differently. The idea of
"stealing innocence" in terms of deflowering a virgin comes, I believe, from
the Victorian era (correct me if I'm wrong). It's a euphemism, because to
use the word "virginity" would be an admission of sex, which to their
(hypocritical) moral stance was unacceptable. And this is where morality and
innocence come together. Going back to the definition of innocence as "free
of moral wrong", for a girl to "lose her innocence" she would have to do
something "morally wrong". Now, while a lot of people would consider it
morally wrong for an adult to have sex with a child, would they consider it
morally wrong for a child to have sex with an adult? That is, would the
"blame" go to the child? For a child to "lose their innocence", they would
have to consent to the sexual act - they would have to do something wrong.
By the dictionary definition of innocence (from the Oxford Dictionary of
_Current_ English Usage), it cannot be "stolen", as stolen implies lack of
consent, which means the child has done nothing wrong, which means they have
not lost their innocence. OK, fair enough, I've argued about semantics, but
what am I actually saying? (Good question...) Well, I personally believe in
the idea of everyone having their own moral code. The idea of an "enforced"
moral code is, to me, wrong. If a person has their _own_ opinion of what is
right and wrong, then they are far more likely to stick to it than to
somebody else's code of conduct. The only universal restriction that
_everyone_ should follow is the consent line. That is, nobody should ever do
something that will - to the best of their knowledge - effect another person
without their _express consent_. Of course, we then get into the murky
waters of _who_ can consent to something. Here's my view on that - age is an
arbitrary measure, people mature at different ages. Basically, if a ten
year-old girl _knows_ about sex, all the possible effects and so on, and
_still_ wants to go ahead with it with an older man, who are we to say that,
actually, she's in no position to make that decision? Of course, if the
intended "target" of her affections believes that he will physically injure
her, or have any other negative effect on her, he should take the
responsiblity to inform her of this and turn her down. If the only effect on
the girl is that, at a later date, she regrets having made the decision to
lose her virginity then, I'd have to go with this seemingly callous line -
we all do things which we regret. As you've no doubt read above, I regret
_not_ doing things. We never know exactly what will be the outcome of our
actions, and this is a fact which more people should be aware of. That's one
of my dislikes with this era of psychoanalysis and so on - everyone is
almost _too_ involved with what _could_ happen if they do this, or don't do
that. _No-one_ really knows why people do things.

Phew, kind of went off on one there. Sorry about that. Just one last little
rant, about what I see as the _real_ loss of innocence among children -
_especially_ girls - today.

Consumerism. I'll try not to get too partisan, but be warned I could start
singing "Keep the red flag flying here" at any time... In our society today,
I feel that children are losing their "childhood" more and more quickly.
While I agree that children _should_ be allowed to choose to do what they
like, what I argue against is the choice they are given by the marketing
people. More and more girls, at ever younger ages, are being turned into
"dedicated followers of fashion". I'm sure it's always been the case, but
now it appears more so. I've noticed it through my sister and her friends,
the only thing that really seems to me to be important to them is the way
they look, whether they are wearing "cool" clothes, and what other people
think of them. Appearances. They are being forced into ever-more
"sophisticated" roles, and do not seem to want to do anything. It was never
great when I was that age, not long ago, but now it is worse - it seems
"uncool" to achieve anything, to take part in sport, in drama, anything.
When I read on this list about people watching girls play and stuff, I
realise that I don't see that. The only time I ever see girls together,
they're generally bitching about other girls who aren't there. I really do
think that they're growing up almost _too_ fast - which is bad news for us
gls, as we could see the "little girls" replaced by "small women". It is
this loss of "innocence" that worries me - that big businesses are stealing
these girl's childhood. In fact, worse than that, they are _persuading_
girls to give it up themselves.

Damn, went a little overboard there on the old doom-mongering front. I'm
sure it's not _really_ that bad, but still, I don't know if it's necessarily
that much better. Now, I'll talk about my weekend - quite interesting gl-ing
wise. My mum went up to spend the weekend with her new husband,
taking with her all my brothers and my sister. I stayed with my dad, as I
had a lesson and also needed to revise, so didn't want to waste on
the car journey - those were my excuses, anyway!

In my last post I mentioned how my current interest is the daughter of my
dad's girlfriend - we'll call her "Emma" for the sake of argument. Now,
while my dad and her mum do not live together or anything, she just lives
near my dad. So my thoughts were along the lines of "Hurrah! A whole weekend
to be alone with Emma". Unfortunately, it was not to be...

I was there on Friday, but she went back to a friend's house after school,
and didn't get home until midnight. Saturday morning was out, because of
my driving lesson. Saturday afternoon the four of us all went into the local
city (Well, it's just a big town really, but the locals have been known to
get irate if you don't credit the fact it's a city - the only one in this
region of England, I think - yes, I live in a rural hell-hole! ;) Actually,
while I'm on the subject of my location, I think that in some ways it must
be easier to be a gl in the city. I live in a village, and there's nowhere I
can _go_ to be near lgs. It's not like I can go to a park, or even that
they're in the same street or apartment building. Very insular. But
I digress...)

Anyway, I'd not actually got anything to get, I just went in to get out of the
house (And to be with Emma...). Unfortunately, Emma and her mum went off to look
at clothes. While I would have _loved_ to go with her, watch her try things
on, it was _very_difficult to justify wandering around women's clothes shops
with them. Next, her mum came back to meet with me and my dad, while she
looked at more clothes. (Note: although I've just ranted about girls only
caring about fashion, and am now in adoration of a girl who spent her entire
saturday afternoon looking at clothes, I'm not being hypocritical - I hope!
She's not the fashion-victim type, she wears stuff that looks good on her.
_Very_  good. The trousers she was wearing, whoof!, I don't know how I
contained myself. Quite tight, though not skin tight, they obviously had
some lycra in them. Enough to really emphasise her legs. Black with grey
stripes down them. Mm-mmm!) Anyway, we were going to leave, there was just
one more shop my dad wanted to look in before hand. Dad called her on the
mobile (her mum's, not hers! That _really_ says something about her!), and
said where we'd be. She didn't know the shop, and the line was terrible, so
I volunteered (Too eagerly? Perhaps...) to go and meet her, and show her the
way. I got the chance, therefore, to walk with her alone. I felt massively
uncomfortable, though. Lost the power of speech, as I always do, and just
generally felt self-conscious. I desperately wanted to reach out and hold
hands with her, but I just couldn't summon up the courage. In the car on the
way back, she was trying to get one of those plastic ties of off some
bracelets she had bought. Her mum also tried, and in a chivalrous move, I
volunteered to bite through it, which I did. Again, I had the feeling I had
almost been too eager to help her, and felt self-conscious for the rest of
the journey. We had a good non-spoken agreement figured out, though. She
stared out of the window, with absolutely no interest in me whatsoever, and
I kept stealing sideways glances at her. Whilst fantasizing about asking her
to model her new outfits for me when we got back, her mum shattered my
day-dreaming. She turned to my dad, and said "You don't mind dropping her of
at her dad's, do you?". So that was her out of my weekend.

However, I did have an enlightening experience at a branch of a well-known
chain of department stores, and now can consider myself a "real" girl-lover.
My dad and Emma's mum were trying on clothes. There was a girl of around
10/11 there, really nice hair - sort of reddish-blond. She fell in the category
of many other lgs I'd seen before - that is, basically a semi-sexual attraction,
like a "normal" person's feelings for a woman. She was trying on sandals with
her mum, and I had a brief moment's fantasy about pretending to work at the
shop, and offering my assistance in getting the size right. She had nice feet.
(Just a quick note - I would _never_ really do something like that! well, I
don't think so, anyway) But then I saw her sister, who I'd say was about 6 or 7,
younger than any girl I've really felt anything for before. She had long
black hair, and was wearing a dark green dress. She was sitting on a
co-kart, riding up and down one of the aisles, whist trailing a toy. She was
so involved in what she was doing, and it really appealed to me. I just wanted
to get down and play with her. I smiled at her a couple of times, and I'm
pretty certain she smiled back at least once. My problem in these circumstances
is actually looking at the girls.

Does anyone know a good "technique"? I always feel that I'm "peering" at
them, I do the "guilty flicking away of the eyes" thing whenever they look
back at me, and I think that they can sense I feel guilty, which I turn
would, I imagine, make them uncomfortable. I don't know, is this me just
being over-sensitive and paranoid, or do other people feel the same way?

Well, I think that's me done for now, thanks for listening (or reading? I
suppose that's more accurate, but doesn't sound right...)

This has been Lloyd reporting, so all it remains for me to do is say that
everything has been off the record, on the QT and very Hush-hush.

--

One last thing I've got to say - thank you 'Dalderious' for your info relating
to the girl in "Lawn Dogs"!  I _noticed_ that girl in the "Sixth Sense" (In
the biblical sense, or something...), and thought she had definite _potential_
behind the vomit. Now there's another film with her in I can watch and vent
my frustrations on. Hurrah!

'Lloyd'
-------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Alpha Centauri' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi,

I'm new to ASGL-L and I'm really happy that I found this place, because this
is the only way I can speak about my feelings. But before I go further I
want to introduce myself. I'm 18 years old, I live in central Europe and I
have been a girl-lover my whole life. At first I didn't consider myself to be
a gl, because as a kid I was logically interested in other (female) kids.
But when I grew up, I realised that I was not interested in girls/women of
the same age, but in little girls. I know that I'm not like the so-called
"normal" people, but what is "normal" anyhow? I just had to accept my
feelings and doing so did me good. Of course being a child-lover can be
sometimes very hard, especially in our present society. But since the
creation of the world there have been child-lovers and there will be always
child-lovers. I'm one of them and every time I see one of those cute little
nymphets I'm really overjoyed. Although my attraction is mainly emotional, I
also feel a sexual desire for lgs, mainly when they reach the stage of
puberty. So my preferred age group is 10-14 (sexually) and 5-14
(emotionally). My family doesn't know anything about my feelings and right
now this shouldn't be changed. Probably my mother would be very tolerant and
support me, but my father is very conservative and he would not understand
my situation. And there is also my younger brother (15), who knows that I
"like" children, but he only thinks that I'm just very friendly to them and
he doesn't associate this with pedophilia. He doesn't know how strong my
emotional (and sexual) attraction to little girls really is, but I think
that he would be very tolerant.

Speaking of tolerance, I'm very happy to live in Europe, because in my
country the society is not as hysterical as in the USA. Of course the mass
media here also don't distinguish between child-lovers and child molesters.
Some years ago my biology teacher once talked about pedophilia and in his
opinion pedophiles were mentally ill. He wasn't tolerant at all, although he
is open-minded in other cases (e.g. homosexuality). This negative attitude
towards us can be observed all over the world, but the society in my country
is fortunately still more open. Of course there are also these
age-of-consent laws (it's 14 years), but there is no hysteria like in the USA.

At the moment I have no relationship with a lg, but this is a situation I
want to change. Some months ago four new families moved in my street. At
first I was not interested in these new neighbours, but soon I realised that
all of them had children. The first family (I just have to number them now,
because I don't want to use real names here) has two daughters (about 10 yrs
and 7 yrs) and a son, the second family has one daughter (about 5 yrs and
very cute!), the third family has one daughter (about 12 yrs) and a son. The
fourth family only has a little baby. Summing up this means that four little
girls aged 5, 7, 10 and 12 live in my immediate neighbourhood. They play
almost daily in the street and I just love to watch them. One day they even
played one of these "doctor games" (you know what I mean). They seem to know
quite a lot about sex, which proves once more that children are also sexual
beings (but our puritan society just doesn't want to accept this).

My main problem is now that I want to become a friend of these lgs (or at least
of one of them), but this is easier said than done. I just can't go over the
street and tell them that I want to spend time with them. What would other
people say? What would their parents say? What would the girls say? I mostly
fear the reaction of the surrounding society. There just has to be a good
reason to play with little girls, otherwise there will be suspicion. The
father of two of the girls is even a member of the forces and he would
certainly shoot me if he knew that I'm attracted to his little daughters.

What should I do? Which possibilities are there to get to know these girls
without arousing suspicion? I hope that you can give me some advice.

Okay, I think this is enough for my first post to this list. Furthermore,
please note that English is not my native language, so excuse possible
mistakes.

'Alpha Centauri'
-------------------------------------------------------------------------





'The Dreamer' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------------

Hello all,

I will call myself 'The Dreamer' here.

I have been reading this group for some time now. Many
times I wanted to respond to messages but I never had enough
courage to respond. I feel I can no longer hide behind my desk
without ever letting others know about my feelings and to discuss
the very important thing which I can't discuss with others.

I feel that if I continue to keep it to myself all my I feel I'm
just not 100 percent alive.

A lot of people here refer to themselves as "little girl lovers"
though I have nothing against that, I rather call myself a pedophile.
I don't want to deny the fact that it is a sexual preference, I'm born
with it just like others are born as hetero or gay. It helps me not to
deny my sexual preference.

I live in the Netherlands, I'm in my early twenties. I'm not around
with children because I working the IT industry which means I'm looking
at a monitor for most of my day. I don't mind that really much because
I thing I would get crazy if I see a lot of girls all the time. Maybe it
is just a way to protect myself as I'd rather live along life admiring
lg from afar than getting having to defend myself against this crazy
society for things that seem totally normal to us. That may change
of course , but right now I just feel I have a long life ahead which I
don't want to jeopardise for a fight which seems almost impossible to
win. It is sad but true...

I have so much to tell but I got to keep this one short I guess, otherwise
I will keep rambling like there is no end.

And last but not least, thanks to Ianthe for providing  us this relative
safe place to talk about our feelings, also to all the people who post here
as it gives me a lot of inspiration and faith.

That's all for now.

'The Dreamer'
-------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Moon God' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------------

Recently I got on a commuter-train that a bus-load of children were also
getting on. I could not believe all the negative remarks the other adults
were making about not wanting to be seated near the children. The conductor
even came and warned the few adults who were already seated that he was
about to put 100 children on that particular car (because that car had a
bathroom on it, unlike most) and said we were welcome to move to another car.
Every adult on the car except me got up and moved every time he made such
an announcement. I would call them pedophobes. As for me, I welcomed the
chance that a nice LG might happen to choose a seat next to me.

Let's ditch the word "pedophile" which has come to mean the opposite of
its apparent meaning, and let's refer to people who truly love children
as philopeds.  Also, those who are anti-children should be referred to as
pedophobes. Those who despise philopeds are philopedophobes.

'Moon God'
-------------------------------------------------------------------------




'Quilty' writes:
-------------------------------------------------------------------------

'kittencuddler' wrote
>
>.  I've seen
>Is-slottet, but there was no bathing scene as you described.

Thanks for taking issue with this. I saw this too and couldn't recall the
scenes DD described. maybe it was wishful thinking on his part or "false
memory syndrome," as he seems to be a bit confused about some of the details
of the film.

>Also, does anyone know what became of Yenool?  He had a pretty
>cool site about mainstream legal films, online, but it went
>away and now I can't find it.  Thanks for any info.

Yenool took down his site because of problems with his server. He also had
some changes in his personal life, but he is alive and well.

For what it's worth, I notice occasionally people on this list "discover" some
of the classic nymphet movies by chance. For anyone with dogged determination
to seek them out, here's a short list of films on video that have young
actresses in them in really outstanding roles:

Angela (USA: directed by Rebecca Miller, 1994)
Battle of the Villa Fiorita (UK: Delmer Daves, 1965)
Celia, Child of Terror (Australia: Ann Turner, 1988)
Cement Garden (UK: Andrew Birkin, 1992)
Driftwood (USA: Allan Dwan, 1947)
L'Effrontee (aka An Impudent Girl) (France: Claude Miller, 1985)
La Femme-Enfant (France: Raphaele Billet-Doux, 1988)
Forbudt for Born (Denmark: Jesper Nielsen, 1998)
Le Grand Chemin (France: Jean-Luc Hubert 1988)
Hey Babe!  (Canada: Rafal Zelinsk, 1980)
Hope (USA: Goldie Hawn, 1997)
In Desert & Wilderness (Poland: Wladislaw Slesicki, 1973)
Laurin (Germany: Robert Sigl, 1987)
Lawn Dogs (UK: John Duigan, 1997)
Leon (aka The Professional) (France: Luc Besson, 1994)
Little Sweetheart (UK: Anthony Skimmons, 1990)
The Oyster & the Wind (Brazil: Walter Lima, Jr, 1997)
Pretty Baby (USA: Louis Malle, 1977)
The Unfinished Dance (USA, Henry Koster, 1947)

 Happy hunting.

'Quilty'
---------------------------------------------------------------------
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* UK: _'Sex tourists' may go on register_
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* UK: _Harsh courts jail thousands of children_
* UK: _300 schoolchildren protest as lunch break is cut_
* UK: _More on earlier puberty_
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USA:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Appeals Court Strikes Down Net Porn Law_

June 23rd 2000

PHILADELPHIA -- A federal appeals court ruled the U.S.
government's latest bid to restrict Internet pornography
unconstitutional on Thursday, dealing a fresh blow to
congressional efforts to protect minors from online smut.

In an unanimous decision, a three-judge panel of the 3rd
U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals upheld an earlier ruling by
a lower court judge who found that the Child Online Privacy
Protection Act violated the First Amendment right to free
speech.

COPPA, which was enacted by Congress and signed by
President Clinton in 1998, would prevent minors from
accessing pornographic sites on the World Wide Web by
requiring commercial site operators to impose electronic
proof-of-age barriers. Violators would face up to six
months in prison and $50,000 in fines for each violation.

The American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) led a court
challenge by 17 plaintiffs, including online magazine
publishers, booksellers and gay rights organizations.

The lower court judge imposed an injunction to stop the law
from taking effect, saying it violated the First Amendment
right to free speech, partly because site operators had no
truly effective means of screening out minors.

After hearing arguments last November, the 3rd Circuit
appellate panel noted that Web site operators would also be
unable to determine the geographic location of site
visitors using a global computer network.

"What it really illustrates is how totally
unconstitutional this law was," said Chris Hansen, senior
staff counsel with the ACLU. "This suggests it may be
difficult for Congress if they want to try yet again to
craft a constitutionally acceptable law."

Members of Congress had hoped the law would succeed where
its predecessor, the Communications Decency Act, failed.
That earlier piece of legislation, which had sought to
prevent all Internet users from distributing pornography to
minors, was struck down in 1997 by the U.S. Supreme Court.

The government now can appeal the case to the Supreme Court
or seek another hearing at the US District Court level,
where the law was originally slapped with a preliminary
injunction.

"We are deeply gratified that the court recognized the
danger this law represented to our clients, who faced jail
time and heavy fines for speech that is unquestionably
protected by the Constitution," said Ann Beeson, one of
the ACLU attorneys who argued the case.

Beeson said that the ACLU is calling on Congress and the
Clinton administration  to "close the book on this early
chapter of Internet history and embrace free speech online
as we have embraced it in every other significant
communications medium."

Other plaintiffs in the case included noted poet Lawrence
Ferlinghetti, Condomania, the Electronic Privacy
Information Center, the Internet Content Coalition,
OBGYN.NET, the Philadelphia Gay News and PlanetOut Corp.

---------------------------------------------------------




UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

23rd June 2000

_'Sex tourists' may go on register_

BRITISH people who commit sex offences while abroad may
have their names put on the national register of sex
offenders.

Sex offenders in Britain may also have to notify the
authorities if they are planning to go abroad, so that
their names can be passed on to the relevant overseas
authorities.

The Home Secretary will announce on Monday that he is to
review the Sex Offenders Act 1997, as the provisions have
not so far covered the cases of paedophiles who have
committed offences abroad.

[...]

The register, introduced to compel convicted sex offenders
to register with local police, also does not cover those
who receive a conditional or absolute discharge in the
British courts after being found guilty of minor sex offences.

Last night a Home Office spokesman said: "We are certainly
aware of the loophole in the law which allows people with
conditional and absolute discharges to escape registering.
We will act as soon as possible to close it and a review of
the Sex Offenders Act will be launched during the summer."

---------------------------------------------------------

   [ They may be hard-pressed to find any 'sex tourists'
     to place on the register -- no British tourist has
     ever been prosecuted under the 1997 "sex tourism" law,
     as far as I know. ]



UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Burger King in King-Sized CD-ROM Blunder_

22nd June 2000

Burger King has stopped giving away CD-ROMs with children's
meals in the UK after finding that the disc provided easy
access to pornographic Web sites, according to a US
filtering software company that found itself caught in the
middle of the episode.

The promotion had run for two weeks before Burger King shut
it down last Friday, said Steve McLean, a spokesman for
Net Nanny, a Bellvue, Wash., company that produces software
enabling parents to block Web sites they deem unsuitable
for their children. Net Nanny censorship software was included
on the CD-ROM that also featured music tracks, screen savers
and access to kzuk.net, a child-oriented Internet service
provider (ISP) which provides "safe content" Net access,
Burger King said.

Burger King distributed a CD-ROM with each children's meal
sold, which means many of the thousands of discs distributed
went directly to kids instead of adults. The CD bears
instructions that persons over 18 must set the controls.

In a statement released today from its US headquarters,
Burger King said "...the effectiveness of the 'Net Nanny'
software in screening the internet access is dependent on
correct installation, with passwords, by an adult."

---------------------------------------------------------



UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

_Harsh courts jail thousands of children_

June 25th 2000

Thousands of children are being packed into overcrowded
prisons as a result of overzealous implementation of
new sentencing policies.

As a 13-year-old boy was sentenced in London last week to
two years' detention for drug dealing, prison reform
groups expressed alarm that the increase in children
being sent to jail was undermining the work of the Youth
Justice Board, formed in April specifically to tackle the
issue of youth custody.

Campaign groups have warned Home Secretary Jack Straw that
new detention and training orders for young offenders are
being used inappropriately by magistrates. Under the new
sentences, young criminals spend half their time in custody
and the other half in the community in an attempt to ease
their resettlement into society.

But campaigners say that the 'one-punishment-fits-all'
approach means that people who would normally not have been
sent to prison find themselves behind bars. Changes in
the law mean that children as young as 10 can be tried
as adults.

Among the worst victims of the new orders are mothers under
the age of 18, who are being sent to prison and separated
from their babies. Reform groups have expressed alarm that
a legal loophole allows the babies of these young girls to
be taken away from them - a denial, they claim, of basic
human rights.

The Howard League for Penal Reform is investigating several
cases of girls under the age of 18 who have had their
children taken from them, a practice that has long been
outlawed for adult women prisoners. These are understood to
include a number of gypsy girls, who are often given
tougher sentences for minor offences such as shoplifting
than their white British counterparts.

'New problems are arising which have never been an issue
before,' said Frances Crook, director of the Howard League.
'It is quite appalling that girls are being placed in
custody and having their babies taken away, something that
would be quite unlawful for adults.'

Thousands of youngsters are being held in overcrowded
conditions, sometimes hundreds of miles from their homes.
Figures obtained show that a total of 2,177 places are
available at juvenile institutions while only 1,803 are
occupied. Despite this, three young offender institutions
- Northallerton in North Yorkshire, the notorious Glen
Parva in Leicestershire and Portland in Dorset - are
seriously overcrowded. Northallerton, with a design
capacity of 152 prisoners, currently holds 246.

The Howard League is compiling a dossier on institutional
abuse at Portland which will be presented to Prison
Service director general Martin Narey later this year.

A recent Home Office report into the impact of custodial
sentences on young people showed that even short sentences
have a devastating effect by immersing them in criminal
culture. This often encouraged lesser offenders to go on
to commit more serious crimes.

---------------------------------------------------------




UK:
---------------------------------------------------------

23rd June 2000

_300 schoolchildren protest as lunch break is cut_

THREE hundred secondary school pupils staged a protest
yesterday, with some setting fire to chairs and timetables
after their head teacher cut their lunchbreak by 10
minutes.

Ten minutes before school was due to start yesterday pupils,
aged 11 to 16, refused to go to classes, set off fire alarms
and went to playing fields instead. The action was organised
by senior pupils who had been building support all week.

The lunchbreak was cut, at Grove Comprehensive School, St
Leonards, East Sussex, from 40 to just 30 minutes from
Monday.

---------------------------------------------------------




More on earlier puberty (see last week's posting)
---------------------------------------------------------

June 19th 2000

RESEARCH showing that the age of puberty is still falling
is interesting because it rebuts standard teaching. The
accepted view until now has been that in Western Europe the
age at which puberty started in girls fell by four months
during each decade from 1850 to 1950, but that this regular
decrease stopped after the 1950s. At about this time the
standard of living in the Western world in the post-war era
had reached the point at which most children were
adequately, if not always wisely, fed.

Doctors who, like my father, had qualified in the first
years of the 20th century were accustomed to girls not
menstruating until their late teens.

The precise moment when puberty begins is hard to define
as, contrary to popular belief, in medicine the term is not
synonymous with the menarche - the start of periods.
Puberty is defined by doctors as a sequence of events - the
beginning of breast development, start of growth of pubic
hair, the growth spurt, change in body outline, the
menarche, the growth of underarm hair and finally the
achievement of a normal adult breast. Together all these
physiological events lead to sexual maturity.

The first sign of puberty is the development of breast
buds, this is followed some months later by the start of
the growth of pubic hair.

The development of an adult hair distribution is associated
with an increase in blood levels of the adrenal androgen
hormones. The same hormone may later play some part in
initiation of other changes of puberty, and are, for
instance, certainly related to the appearance of underarm
hair. The growth of underarm hair in the average girl
coincides with her first period, the menarche. This occurs
about 18 months after the initial breast changes. The
development of the full adult breast is in women not
apparent until on average two years after the start of
periods.

The growth spurt in girls starts before their periods, and
once the periods have begun growth slows appreciably.
The reason for the dramatic changes from 1850 to 1950 and
why more girls have an earlier menarche and are therefore
fertile earlier is uncertain. Urban girls have an earlier
menarche than rural ones. The widely held belief is that
the earlier menarche is linked to better socio-economic
conditions which influence nutrition and general health.
Yet there has been a fall in the age at which periods start
in the well-nourished upper classes, as well as among the
poor.

---------------------------------------------------------




Art photo review extract:
-----------------------------------------------------------

date (1998/9/2000?)

[...]

In London in December and January, three photographic shows
tackled the subject of adolescence in startlingly different
ways. Of these, the show that garnered the most attention
was at the Photographer's Gallery and featured the work of
the young Dutch photographer Rineke Dijkstra. Prior to the
show, Dijkstra had been best known for her series
*Beaches*, which features individual and group color
portraits of adolescents on various beaches throughout
Poland, Croatia, the Ukraine, Belgium, England and America.
Much has been made of the way in which the girl
photographed on the beach in Kolobrzeg, Poland is a modern
analogue of Boticelli's Venus - personally I find this less
interesting than the fact that many of these adolescents
agreed to collaborate at all with Dijkstra. Generally
standing with their hands at their sides, the teens were
diligent, calm and curious (Dijkstra uses a large format
camera and artifical lighting, and required a lot of
patience from them). In one, two African-American youths,
one tall and one short, stand on a beach on Long Island.
While the taller boy looks vulnerable and sensitive, the
shorter one challenges the camera with an aggressive stare
- together, they provide the flip sides of the adolescent
equation. In another, a young girl stands on a pebble beach
in Brighton, England, wearing a wet cotton dress in which
she has just been swimming. Her whole demeanor suggests
extreme discomfort at the cold, yet she holds her pose with
a mixture of pride and obedience, red-painted finger- and
toe-nails suggesting the first stirrings of teenage
narcissism.

Beguiling as these images are, I preferred Dijkstra's video
piece *Mysteryworld* (1997), also on show at the
Photographer's Gallery. Dijkstra's fascination with
adolescents ultimately led her to two nightclubs, the 'Buzz
Club' in Liverpool and 'Mysteryworld' in the Netherlands.
In each, she asked teenagers to allow her to film them
individually in front of a white wall as techno music
pounded insistently in the background. *Mysteryworld* shows
the results of this survey as a video diptych on two 5' x
7' screens. The set-up allows the artist to edit
judiciously, at times using the twin screens to point out
contrasts between types and at times underscoring a
particular teen's presence by duplicating his or her image.
Confronted by the camcorder, the teens' struggle to
overcome their self-consciousness meets with varying
degrees of success. While many of the girls dance shyly,
the boys mostly nod their heads in time to the music and
simultaneously chew gum, smoke or gulp from bottles of
beer. Sometimes, coded clothing points to an undercurrent
of desire and fear - as in the virginal white and bare
stomachs sported by several bleached-blonde girls, or the
colorful windbreakers worn by a pair of identical male
twins and zippered up to the neck. But most telling is the
way the teens move to the music - at once self-conscious,
defiant, aloof, alternately awkward and graceful.

On the surface, nothing could differ more from
*Mysteryworld* than Sarah Jones' meticulous series of color
portraits of three teenage English girls, shot in an
upscale country home and its surroundings. Jones' work has
been compared to that of the painter Vermeer, with good
reason: in her still, mannered compositions the girls are
posed in relation to objects such as a Chinese soup tureen,
a carriage clock and antique wooden tables with
highly-polished surfaces. They never look directly at the
camera or each other, instead gazing down or away (in a few
images, one girl flops forward onto a table with her long
hair shrouding her face). This high stylization, along with
Jones' careful use of interiors, marks her as an inspired
image-maker. It's an ironic sign of the times that these
elaborate set-ups and references to Old Master painting
seem almost revolutionary, but they do (if ever there were
a time for a return to classical imagery, this might be it
and Jones might be in its vanguard). Trapped in a world
that is coded 'adult', the girls escape into
self-absorption and dreaminess, distant even from each
other. As psychologist Mary Pipher would have it, they are
'Ophelias' in need of revival, experiencing the languor and
loss of will typical to adolescent girls. Their
surroundings, both beautiful and sterile, only serve to
underscore their alienation.

Lastly, photographer Bruce Weber turned his gaze upon
adolescent males in the world premiere exhibition *Branded
Youth and Other Stories* at the National Portrait Gallery.
Admittedly, there were other themes in the show - a huge,
cacophonous collection of some 150 images of celebrities
and unknowns named for the jazz piece *Come Blow Your
Horn*, and a series focusing on an elderly farmer,
presented as *My Neighbor John*. But most of the 'stories'
in the show, including *Branded Youth, The Andy Book, Boy
Scouts *and *It Is Something To Have Wept* (on film star
River Phoenix) concerned Weber's stock in trade - the
muscle-bound adolescent boy.

Weber is a fine photographer, and I like seeing pictures of
Matt Dillon in bed as much as the next person. But I found
*Branded Youth and Other Stories* profoundly unsatisfying.
Perhaps because I'm uncomfortable with a male photographer
continually ravishing young men through his lens, or
perhaps because I object to exhibits that instruct me,
through artfully-scrawled cliches on the walls, on how to
access my deeper emotions ("a lot of people think having a
big fantasy life is dangerous," reads one message, "maybe
that's why someone's always trying to take it away from
you.") Either way, I didn't seem to be having as much fun
as Weber himself. Nor did I emerge with a deeper
understanding of the vagaries of male adolescence. In the
central series *Branded Youth*, there seemed to be
something too after-the-fact in the way Weber asked four
young men to re-enact a bonding ritual in which they
branded each other with a hot knife during a camping trip.
In his fashion photographs for Calvin Klein, Weber has
introduced brooding, redneck sexuality to the fashion
world, and it's a legacy he's stuck with: the problem with
*Branded Youth* is that it looks like a Calvin Klein shoot.
Thus Theo, Lionel, Larry and John brood in long grass, each
bare-chested with their jeans falling around their hips -
occasionally hooking a finger into belt loops as they scowl
at the camera. Thanks to Weber and his fashion peers, seething
teenage desire is now a viable commodity. It takes a deeper
vision to show that adolescents are not just libidos and
mood-swings on legs - they're people too.

--------------------------------------------------------------




5 U.S. lesbian schoolgirl novels:
--------------------------------------------------------------

Futcher, Jane.
Crush
Alyson, 1995 (1981)

In the last year at her girls' boarding school, Jinx finds that
a crush for a friend, Lexie, is moving close towards much deeper
and more physical expressions.  Lexie, betrays Jinx to the
school authorities, whose subsequent actions challenge Jinx's
belief in the ways society judges.  Set in 1964-5.

--

Hautzig, Deborah.
Hey, Dollface
London, Fontana, 1978

Private girl's school story set in New York. Val and Chloe learn
to 'come to terms' with friendships turning into sexual awakening,
along with the accompanying guilt and fears of peer pressures.

--

Kesselman,  Wendy.
Flick
New York, Harper & Row, 1983

Flick, the product of a wealthy, dysfunctional, family, uses
charm to manipulate her peers at a private New York girls school.
Bi-sexual, she has a physical relationship with Nana - two years
Flick's junior.  We see events from Nana's viewpoint, conveying
the younger girl's longing and rejection.

--

St George, Judith.
Call me Margo
New York, G.P. Putnam's Sons, 1981

While attending a liberal girl's boarding-school, 15 year old
Margo's tennis-playing friendship with Miss Frye, a lesbian teacher,
invokes bitchy gossip among other pupils.  The association also
provokes the cruel jealousy of a former lover of Miss Frye - the
crippled teacher, Miss Durrent.  This novel has rather
single-dimensional characterisation and an unconvincing denouement
- a convenient friendship with Peter at the tennis club gives Margo
a 'happy ending'.

--

Tolan,  Stephanie S.
The Last Of Eden
New York, Frederick Warne, 1980

Novel set in an exclusive American girls school.  "Mike", or Michelle,
finds her peace at Turnbull Hall is broken when her best friend,
Marty, is accused of having a sexual affair with a female art teacher
before progressing to an explicit relationship with a fellow pupil.
The plot is rather heavy going, although Mike's self-examination of
her own sexuality is convincing.

--------------------------------------------------------------




Quote:
--------------------------------------------------------------

"In a culture that interprets puberty as a tragedy of lost
innocence rather than as a triumphal entry into adulthood,
the possibility of someone actually giving vent to sexual
feeling remains deliciously scandalous. Sex is bad, and
somebody singing about it would be _really_ bad."

-- rock critic Dave Marsh, on the many references to
underage desires found in rock and pop lyrics.

--------------------------------------------------------------
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   [ This ASGL-L archive is now current up to May 2000:

     http://www.callnetuk.com/home/papageno/asgl/index.html  ]




'DD' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------

Hi there folks,

I spoke about my female friend who seemed to guess about me.
We recently had a heart to heart about both our lives and
so, eventually we got to talking about me.  She has been so
good about it all.  She had guessed exactly what makes me
tick and had no problem with what I am at all.  I explained
to her as best I could what it actually means to be me, and
what that involves.  I told her of the isolation and
alienation, not to mention the fear, and the turmoil within
me that never goes away due to the guilt, and the often
overwhelming feelings for those I love so very much, the
joy, the happiness bordering on obsession.

I did not tell her much about my girlfriend, just that I had
a love in my life, someone I would gladly die for and would
never harm in any way.  Someone so beautiful and amazing
that she haunts me for every waking moment of my life.

And that my love is reciprocated in my girls total love and
devotion to me.  Our talk was often very emotional and
tearful, especially for me, and she also found moments when
tears welled up in her eyes, as I described the depth of
feeling I have for my lg, and how I am consumed by the
purest love for her.  She has found a very real
understanding I feel, and her comment that "I do so wish
someone could love me in that way" said it all.

She seemed to grasp that the love I experience is not like
so-called normal people, who's love is often mere
infatuation or just plain lust, which fades so quickly and
causes so many relationships to crumble.  Our love is real
and totally pure of heart, with sexual desire being just a
normal facet of our lives, and not the defining factor as so
many perceive.  We are not all the sex-crazed mammals people
think.  This she now readily admits.

I spoke in some detail with her about what my life is, and
how self-control and self-denial are so important.

Being able to openly talk to someone without fear, about a
lifetime of being a kind of prisoner of my own being, was a
burden to put to rest, but now that another living breathing
soul knows who I am, I feel, paradoxically, as though
I have somehow lost something, and a part of my self
identity has gone forever.  Does that make sense to anyone?

It is not something I would recommend anyone to do, to open
up to someone in this way, but I have known her for many
years, and she knew I was different.  It just so happens she
thought I was Gay and in denial over it.  I know that she
desires more for us than just friendship, and has for years,
and although it wouldn't really be impossible for me to
sleep with her, I put the question to her anyway, "could you
really sleep with a man knowing his thoughts may be for a
girl 20 odd years your junior", she was not able to answer,
but she continues to ponder the question.

For as long as I can remember I have been a gl, such times
as when I was barely a teenager, when my mother marched me
off to 'child-guidance' because one time she found sketches
and stories of love and romance surrounding lg's, thinking I
was somehow abnormal, and the times I lied about my age so
as to buy _Health and Efficiency_ magazine so I could look at
the pictures of lg's, the secret glances at mail-order
clothes catalogues etc, longing to simply cocoon one of these
angelic creatures in pure and everlasting love and devotion,
seeing them as things of the most indescribable beauty.  I
have never 'lusted' sexually after lg's, but if it happens
it must be consensual, I simply am incapable of forcing
anyone to do anything, for whatever reason.

This is the reality of being a gl for me, the thing that I
must endure all my life.  For me there is no choice, this is
who and what I am.  No more than anyone can help being
black, or gay, or blind.  I cannot chose not to be a gl, a
grown man who loves the most beautiful little flowers, who
sometimes weeps when he sees bunny rabbits because they make
him think of lg's skipping and laughing in the warm sunshine,
and it breaks his heart.  Ok so maybe that bits a little over
the top, but you get my drift...

She has phoned and thanked me for sharing with her such
intimate things about my life.  She said she admired me even
more than ever, as a caring gentle person and that she is so
happy for me, I'm happy for me too.  She wants to talk more,
to understand more and suggested writing a book of some
kind.  For some hitherto unknown reason she seems now, to be
fascinated by the subject.  I hope I've done the right
thing, either I have found a true ally in this old and
trusted friend, or its the biggest mistake of my life.

--

'kittencuddler' wrote:
>. I've seen
>Is-slottet, but there was no bathing scene as you described.

My take on the film was based on my obviously flawed attempt
to translate the sleeve notes on the video.  My Norwegian is
not as good as I thought, it seems.  Thinking they would
provide a better and more informative review than I could, I
should have stuck to my own opinion.  The write up for
Lordagskveld does surely give reference to bath night, so
maybe my thoughts wandered of track a little.

>Re;-'Quilty'.Maybe it was wishful thinking on his part.

Definitely, I wont argue with that.  Sorry for any
inaccuracy, it was quite unintentional, and having now
watched it a dozen times I should have known well that I
hadn't got it quite right.  dUuhh.... If I only had a brain.
Be cool out there.

PS.  check out a really exact song by a band called Energy
Orchard called Sailor Town.  Great lyrics that say it all
for me anyway, and musically very good to.

'DD'
--------------------------------------------------------------




'kittencuddler' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

To Quilty,

I didn't mean to sound like I was challenging DD
on _Is-slottet_, I thought perhaps there might be another
version of this film..  Thanks for the extra films you
provided.  I've seen a number of them, but not all.  Can you
give more details (age/name of actress, best scene descriptions,
etc.) on a few?  They are -

Femme Enfant
Hey Babe (I know this one featured 12 year old Yasmine Bleeth!)
Laurin
Oyster in the Wind
Unfinished Dance?

You mentioned that these are available on video?  How?  Where?
Thanks a bunch!

Good to see there's another 'filmophile' on the list.

BTW, could you ask Yenool to e-mail me if you talk to him
soon?  I'd love to get back in touch.

Maybe one day I'll get brave enough to post some of my
experiences here.  To All, Quilty gave some great films to
see last post, here's a few more that are definitely worth a
watch -

Games of the Countess Dolingen of Gratz
Numero Deux
Tatort - Todesangst
Gritta van Rattenzuhausbeiuns
Vaoyage en Douce
Wrony/Crows

BTW, does anyone know where I can get a full description of
Maladolescenza online?

--

To Spike - Glad to hear all is well with Kristi and Megan.  Any
chance of giving more details?  I'm sure we'd all love to hear
more.

'kittencuddler'
---------------------------------------------------------------




'Alpha Centauri'
---------------------------------------------------------------

Hi,

As most of you probably know, Lewis Carroll, the famous
author of "Alice in Wonderland" was a girl-lover and in my
opinion he should be the role model of our movement.  He is
the best example that child-loving has nothing to do with
abuse.  If people learned about Lewis Carroll, they would
realize that there is a big difference between child-lovers
and child molesters.  Lewis Carroll even made nude
photographs of lgs (the parents gave their consent), but he
always behaved like a real gentleman.  In the last time I
have seen a lot of biographies and websites about Lewis
Carroll and it is very interesting how people try to play
down his pedophilia.  They seem to find a lot of excuses and
theories why he liked to be around little girls, but none of
them just tells the truth.  To pretend that Lewis Carroll was
not a pedophile is just ridiculous.  There are hundreds of
evidences that he was a girl-lover, but as our society doesn't
want to tolerate child-love, people always try to ignore this
part of Carroll's life.

Regards,

'Alpha Centauri'
--------------------------------------------------------------

   [ Also because they simply can't imagine "a paedophile"
     as being anything other than a 'lurking in the bushes'
     raincoat-wearing molester. If they admitted Carroll
     was a celibate paedophile, they would have to discard
     their notion of paedophilia as inherently evil, but
     they are too attached to that concept - perhaps largely
     because it allows them to indulge in the salacious
     fantasies about the underage that are promoted by
     modern popular culture, without themselves being
     'labelled' as 'perverts'.  James Kincaid's books go
     into this idea at greater depth. ]



'Ex Astris' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

With a happy heart I return to an active role in the forum.

As an explanation to my absence, I had to attend classes
for a few weeks solid, for my job which had me busy 24/7.  As
for life in my little world, it's had its ups & downs.  At
one point my mother (who lives with me) had a car towed from
our parking spot at the apartments.  Unfortunately it was the
friend of Darian & Sierra's parents.  So I was forbidden to
play with them the last few weeks.  But they were also
evicted this month, so at least I won't be tortured at being
"so near yet so far".  As for Desiree, her mother &
grandmother are progressively brain-washing her, steadily
turning her heart away from me.  Even though I have already
told myself for a while now that such was inevitable, it
still hurts.  After the moment of brief passion we had in
the car, she has been distant.  The story of 'bigd' a little
while ago reminded me of my own situation.  Even though our
intimate kiss together was entirely of her initiative,
things have never been the same since.  My take of it is
thus: With the constant bad-mouthing of me by her family,
contrasted with her own intimate feelings, her heart is on a
razor's edge.  She internalizes the hatred directed toward
me by the people she is taught to respect & obey because of
her love for me.  This self-directed hatred causes her to
feel uncomfortable around me, perhaps even blaming me for
how she feels.  Most children cannot discern the true
source of the schism (her family) for themselves under such
constant psychological abuse.  But fortunately I have
utilized what chances I have had to subtly fight the evil
that pervades.  Like when Desiree accuses me of being
'weird.'  I simply say "People laugh at me because I'm
different.  But I laugh at them because they're all the
same."  Or whenever perhaps, "Trust not the evil things
people say, but the good things in your heart."  These kind
of one-liners can be really effective.  Simple reasoning on
the basis of how her family has her lie to and around me has
also had a deep effect.  Her not only her heart, but now her
conscience tells her who is good & evil by their actions.
Also, I thought the advice 'Observer' gave 'bigd' was very
good.  Never apologize for who you are.  I've spend a
lifetime apologizing for being something other than what
others expected of me, and believe me, it's not worth it.  A
good sense of humor and sincere smiles are a much more
effective way of eliciting & projecting love.

--

To 'Philotonus:' I've been where you are a number of times
throughout my life.  With the intense stress work has placed
on me, along with the way Desiree has been treating me, I am
tempted to put myself to sleep as well.  If you choose to do
so, I respect your decision.  You will be remembered with
honor.  If you choose not to, then I greatly look forward to
each post you contribute to so that I know what's up in your
life.

--

To 'Lloyd:' In your June 11th post you mentioned that it has
taken you until the dawn of adulthood to finally become
aware of the fact that you are a GL.  I really don't see
this as entirely uncommon.  By my observation, homosexuals &
pedosexuals are usually among the last to start down that
road of self-discovery which all of us must travel.  This is
mainly due to societal conditioning and the unacceptability
of our true nature to most people.  People generally only
feel at ease with aspects of themselves that they believe
others around them would be okay with.  This is the same
principal of internalizing the intolerance & hatred of
other that I mentioned earlier in regard to Desiree.  You
also mentioned attributing your sexual attraction to LG's to
being sexually deprived upon hitting puberty.  If I'm
reading your meaning correctly, then I believe that's
something we have in common.  I had what one would consider
a fairly regular sex life from about age four to eleven.
Then when girls my age began to develop, they became very
introverted regarding their bodies.  Upon turning to younger
girls, I found that they were grossed out by my having
acquired pubic hair.  So since that time in my life, I have
been very sexually frustrated!

Has anyone ever seen a German film called "Alice of the
Cities?"  I think is was made in 1974.  It's a must see for
girl lovers.  There are some very lovely panty-shots and
topless scenes.  But if you're watch it just for those, then
don't bother - you'll be bored out of your mind by the
intellectual content.

 [ ALICE IN DEN STADTEN (Alice in the Cities) an early
   masterpiece by famous director Wim Wenders (Germany, 1974,
   now on Pacific Arts Video and available on DVD in the US).

   A German 'road movie' with Rudiger Vogler as a listless chap
   stuck with a ten-year-old girl, Yella Rottlander, trying to
   locate her grandmother.  Five stars.  ]

--

Becky and I have been able to spend a decent amount of
quality time together lately, as I had weekends off while
the class was going on.  We have a few large beautiful parks
were we live, and one weekend I spend several hours with her
that Friday, Saturday & Sunday at three different parks.
Everyone who we talked to mistook her for my daughter.  She
really enjoyed pretending she was.  Saturday when we were
playing house she share with me what I could only really
call an intimate fantasy.  During the play bathtime she told
me that when she is taking a real bath she pretends that
there are many hands coming out of the bottom of the tub,
rubbing her all over and that's how she gets clean.  Sounds
'sexual' to me, but maybe I'm just looking at it from a
different perspective.  Sunday in a back corner of a state
park I let her sit on top of my lap and steer the car
through the winding roads.  Every time she even slightly
turned the wheel, she shifted her butt around, grinding it
into me.  Right about the time when I thought the next turn
would cause me to loose my mind, a park ranger pulled us
over and threatened to ticket me for letting her drive.  On
a few different occasions since the driving incident, Becky
has asked to talk with me.  She'll say it's nothing bad, but
as soon as I actually sit down with her to talk, she looses
her nerve.  I'm very curious as to what it is, but I don't
think it would be right to push her.  I figure she'll reveal
whatever is on her mind in her own time.

--

To 'Easy Rider:' Your story about the girl who wanted to
love you touched my heart deeply.  I know what it is like to
live the rest of one's life in regret for actions (or
inaction) motivated by fear.  Speaking just for myself;
cowardice is the worst slayer of the soul.  As regards your
comment to 'DD' about shutting L out of his life at some
point, I know to what you refer.  I lost the only
satisfaction & meaning my life ever had; Debbie.  I am now
loosing Desiree.  It is an endless circle of misery & pain.
And unfortunately such the loss of all good things is
inevitable.

--

To 'Daveboy:' I feel you have a valid point in rejecting the
word "pedophile" based on what argument you presented.  But
I must ask, then what shall we call ourselves?  Girl lover
is a bit vague it seems to me.

--

To 'Papa-Anjo:' In response to your inquiry about the
'rehabilitation' of pedophiles, yes it's legal.  Over the
course of weeks or months they actually repeatedly restrain
you to a chair, attach a "phalometric" indicator to you
(which measures the degree of erection you have) and then
proceed to show you various slides projected on a wall.
Some naked women, men, children, etc just to see what turns
you on.  Every time your anatomy responds to what they deem
as inappropriate you receive an electric shock, the voltage
of which is variable upon the doctor's digression.  There
are other aspects to the rehabilitation process, but this is
honestly the most Nazi-esque that I know of.

--

To 'Mr Children:' June xxth was Desiree's birthday.  And
although I don't personally celebrate them, I knew how
important it was to her that I get her something to show her
that I love her.  Although not speaking, she made very overt
efforts to casually mention to her friends in my presence
just when her birthday was, several times.  So I got her a
surreal card and a set of cartoon stickers.

I don't think I saw her even let the card out of her sight
for two weeks.  She had it with her at all times.  And it
did take me about 30 seconds to pick it out.  Fortunately at
my local store, sticker-sets are conveniently located
right by the greeting cards.

'Ex Astris'
--------------------------------------------------------------




'Yuri' writes:
--------------------------------------------------------------

>'Spike' wrote:
>Yuri wrote:
>>"Has anyone seen Spike lately?  I'm kind of getting
>>worried, as he hasn't posted anything in weeks."
>
>Yep, I am here! It's nice to know that I'm being
>missed :)  I am alive and well!

Glad to have you back!

>Kristie is still pushing for intercourse, and as of
>now, I have totally resisted it

I'm just curious, and this is really NOMB, but what are your
reasons for resisting Kristie's advances?

>'Drew' wrote:
>BTW, for our friends in England, what's a Swot?

Ianthe commented:
>  [ A 'swot' is old school slang for a boy or girl who likes reading,
>    is intelligent, and who studies and passes exams.  Aka: 'brainbox',
>    'prof' or 'professor', or 'Brains' (after the Thunderbirds character.)
>    Usually wears glasses. ]

In North American slang, a swot would be a nerd.  Welcome aboard, Drew.

   [ A nerd would differ - in that nerds are not conformists, whereas
     swots generally are. Something to do with the English class
     system, I guess. ]

>'Lloyd' wrote:
>Hi, this is "?" from the June 11th post. From this moment henceforth I
>shall be known as "Lloyd".
>
>Well, here goes another load of teen angst...

<snip>

Welcome, Lloyd.  Of London?  ;)

I found both your current and previous posts interesting, as I went through
a lot of the same feelings as a child and teenager.  While I didn't hit
puberty that early, I was interested in sex and sexual matters from a
younger age than is considered normal by today's society.  I was also the
runty type, with the friend who was eyed by all the girls while I couldn't
get one to look at me if I tried.

>Right, now I feel like getting contentious (Pretentious? - probably). I'm
>interested by the use of "innocence" in relation to lgs. Looking through
>the
>archives for this time last year (approx.) there was some interesting
>debate
>on the idea of morality and innocence surrounding sex with a lg. I don't
>want to stir up what was a pretty ugly can of worms again, but I do want to
>throw in my 2 cents (around 1.5 pence, I believe ;) ).

That was an interesting and invigorating debate.  Unfortunately, as you
point out, it was an ugly can of worms, mainly because some of us, myself
included, started arguing emotionally instead of rationally.  Then some
people started attacking other people instead of arguing ideas and the whole
thing degenerated.  We even lost a member over the whole thing.  :(

>Anyway, I had my own ideas about innocence
<snip>

You make some very interesting points.  Saying innocence can be stolen
really does result in a circular argument, which you have pointed out.  I
too am a moral relativist (ie someone who believes in everyone having their
own moral code, or does not believe in absolute right and wrong).  This
comes mainly from the realization that the only way to get someone to do
something (or not do something) is to make them want to (or not want to) do
it.  Therefore, you can have all the laws against something you want, if
people still want to do it, they will.  Prohibition in the U.S. in the 20's
is a perfect example: people still drank.  Laws preventing two
fifteen-year-olds from having sex together are another example: they're
doing it anyway.

Your point about the only universal restriction (or as I had put it last
year, the only absolute), is essentially saying "don't hurt someone else".
A great statesman (I don't remember who) once said: "My right to wave my
fists about ends where the other person's face begins."  As I think most of
us on the list would agree with these concepts, the basic difference of
opinion last year was around wether or not sex with a lg would be harmful to
her.  What went unsaid last year, which probably should have been uttered,
is that most of us who were saying that intergenerational sex is ok would
probably change our minds if it were proven to our satisfaction that it
would be harmful, in and of itself (ie I'm purposely ignoring the harm
caused by a well intentioned but overly paranoid society after discovery of
any such relationship), to the girl.

The reason I point this all out, even though it is very similar to your
argument using consent, Lloyd, is that the one point neglected in the
consent argument is possible physical harm (due to size differences).  Just
as we all mature differently psychologically, as you pointed out, we all
mature differently physically as well, and age is at best an arbitrary
measure not only of the ability to consent, but of the potential for
physical harm.  However, it is currently our only measure.  I would
therefore say that an average size ten-year-old is not likely to be
physically injured by sex if her partner is gentle and plenty of foreplay
takes place before hand.  I also agree with all you said about the
consent/knowlege/psychological and emotional maturity issues, so I will not
restate them here.

>_No-one_ really knows why people do things.

People do things because they want to do them.  What we don't really know is
why someone wants to do something.

>be warned I could start
>singing "Keep the red flag flying here" at any time...

"Soyuz nyerushimy ryespublik svobodnik
splotila navyeki vyelikaya Rus' ....."

(These would be the first two lines of the Hymn of the USSR)  ;)

Seriously, though, I agree with you about Madison Avenue's targeting of
children.

--

Onto a related matter:

Here's a thought I had the other day:  what would happen if we only had gay
men, and no lesbian women?  As the world is essentially 50% men and 50%
women, that would leave a number of women to spend out their lives single.
The same could be said if we only had lesbian women and no gay men.

Luckily, we seem to have about equal numbers of gay men and lesbian women,
leaving the number of heterosexual men still roughly equal to the number of
heterosexual women.  My hypothesis is that, in like fashion, the percentage
of lgl's in society is probably near the number of lg's that want a
relationship with an older man, and the same for female lgl's, and lg's
wanting relationships with older women.  (And the same for lb's and lbl's,
etc).  This universe always seems to strike a balance within itself, which
means for each of us lgl's, their probably is a lg out there.  Like my aunt
used to say: "A chaque chaudron, son couvercle."  To each pot, its cover.

--

Onto a completely unrelated subject:

I'm sure most of us would agree that female genital mutilation, as is
practised in some African cultures is a completely heinous invasion of body
and spirit and a cruel thing to do to a human being.  Most of the
"civilised" world has condemned the practice, against freedom of culture and
religion, because the individual's rights to bodily integrity far outweigh
any culture or religious groups rights.  What I am wondering is this: why
hasn't there been an outcry against male genital mutilation, i.e.
circumcision, which is just as much an invasion of body and a cruel thing to
do, yet was being done to over 60% of male babies in the United States in
the 60s and 70s.  I am not anti-Semitic, however, I think we are being
hypocritical in outlawing culturally sanctioned female genital mutilation
yet allowing males to be mutilated in the name of religion.  Also, on 30% of
the circumcisions performed in Canada each year are for religious reasons.
The remainder are arbitrarily done by the parents.  As this is completely
off the topic of this list, I will not go into much more here; however, I
will summarise a few brief facts and give a list of web sites on the subject
where I hope the membership of this list will go and inform themselves on
this heinous procedure.

A few brief facts:

1) The mass circumcision of male babies for non-religious reasons started in
Victorian times where it was seen as cure for masturbation (which it is not)

2) Both the AMA and the CMA have said that there is no medical purpose or
usefulness for routine neo-natal circumcision.

3)  The main reason parents have given when asked why their child was
circumcised was for aesthetic reasons only

4) Most circumcisions are performed without any anaesthetic or analgesic
whatsoever.

5)  The reason for the lack of anaesthetic: they won't remember the pain

6) Up until about 10 or 11 years of age, the inside of the foreskin and the
head of the penis are actually fused together.  Circumcision therefore
involves forcibly separating the layers (much like ripping off a
fingernail).

More info at the following links.  I beg you to investigate them before any
of you father children:

http://faculty.washington.edu/gcd/DOC/
http://mypage.direct.ca/d/dch/eth1-e.html
http://www.cirp.org/library/anatomy/taylor/
http://www.cirp.org/library/pain/lander/
http://www.cirp.org/library/pain/taddio2/
http://www.mothersagainstcirc.org/index.html
http://www.noharmm.org/
http://www.telusplanet.net/public/pplourde/circum.html


'Yuri'
------------------------------------------------------------------




'Lloyd' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Hi, it's me again!  Well, first I want to
apologise (not sure if that's _quite_ the right word - I
suppose "make an excuse" would be better, or "justify" or
something) for my rabid rantings in the last post.  Hey,
what can I say?  I'm a sexually frustrated girl-lover, in
the middle of exams, with a distinctly cynical outlook on
life in general, who wrote that particular post in the early
hours of the morning the day before an exam whilst under the
influence of obscene quantities of caffeine.  But now you'll
all be pleased to know that I've undertaken a gruelling
regime of powerful sedatives, semi-legal anti-psychotic
drugs and ritual self-flagellation, which should reduce the
risks of such outbursts.  ;)

Anyway, to rehash what I said last time into a more coherent
and acceptable form:

The main thing I hate about this manipulation of young girls
through marketing, consumerism, and all that jazz is a
subject I managed to completely miss.  What I hate is the
hypocrisy.  The fact that it's alright for lgs to have a
"sexual identity" in terms of the products they consume, but
once they actually become sexually involved somehow, it is
"wrong".

Increasingly "inappropriate" clothing is being marketed to
lgs, for instance girls wearing "boob tubes", despite the
fact that it'll be several years before they fill them.
You know the kind of thing I mean.  Now, as I've
(probably) already said, I think that if a girl _wants_ to
dress like this, it's fine.  I don't particularly _like_
seeing lgs dressed up like tarts, but it's their choice.

But the very fact that "they" (as in the "universal they",
not the lgs) can say "It's OK for girls to appear sexually
attractive, but it's bad for anyone to be sexually attracted
to them" really gets on my wick. And then you have the
opposite end of the scale - people like.... <gulp>
....Britney Spears (Lloyd takes a break from writing as he
is wracked by shivers of revulsion), who has made a career
by prancing about dressed up as a lg.  What does this say?
"It's alright to be attracted to people _pretending_ to be
young girls, just as long as they're _not_ actually young
girls".  So what?  The _idea_ of young girls being
attractive is OK, but the idea of being attracted to them
isn't?  I can feel the red mist rising again, so I'll leave
it there.

If anyone sees what I'm getting at, please feel free to
write it in a comprehensible manner!  Oh, and while
I'm on an apologetic kick (Well, I _was_, at any rate), I'd
just like to say sorry to my sister for what I said last
time about her (sort of).  I mean , I know she isn't going
to be reading this (I hope - if she is, I guess I'm really
screwed...), but I don't want anyone getting the wrong
impression about her.  She _is_ a really nice girl, the
thing is, that she's really happy doing things like cooking,
art, all that kind of thing, but when she's with some of her
friends, she's just completely different.  I suppose I just
shouldn't worry about it - it's natural I suppose, but I do
get the feeling that she doesn't do things because she thinks
they are "uncool" or whatever, which I think is a real
shame. Well, my karma feels a little better now, at any
rate.

--

OK, now I'm going to try and get a bit literary, and recommend
some reading:

Book 1:

First on the list is John Irving.  None of his books (that I've read)
have been really about girl-loving, though several of them do feature
large elements of childhood sexuality.  While from a male
perspective, and focusing on the male side, there are some
really good moments.  One image in particular sticks in
mind, from "A Prayer for Owen Meany".  It's a wedding, big
family gathering.  The boy who later "writes the story",
Owen - the title character, a boy the same age as the
narrator boy - and the boy's three cousins, 2 male and 1
female are all there together.  There are long queues for the
bathrooms, and the boys all relieve themselves in the woods.
The girl - a real tomboy - also decides to do this, and
gives one of them her "panties" to look after as she squats
in the woods.  They, of course, keep them and leave her
there.  She therefore has to spend the rest of the day sans
underwear.  There is a heavy rainstorm, she is wearing a
white cotton dress... need I say more?  ;) That was really
fun!

Book 2:

Another of his novels, "A Son Of The Circus", features
an Indian child-prostitute as one of the main characters,
though don't read it if you want a story with a happy
ending.  As well as being interesting to the gl, these are
damned fine books in their own right.  I read all the stuff
by him before I'd really "accepted" I was a gl, except one
which I read the other day, "The Water Method Man".  Now, if
it doesn't infringe _too_ many copyright laws, I'd like to
reproduce a couple of extracts here.  The first is in a
urologist's waiting room, where the lead charcater (A man in
his late 20s/early 30s) is awaiting an appointment:

--

The child sat there timidly listening to us.  If her mother was
the patient, I thought, why did the child look so swollen
and yellow?  I determined that her appearance was the result
of not being allowed to pee.  About Colm's age, I thought.
She was worried about being alone, and restless too; she
peeked at the nurse and watched the old man.  She was
getting upset, so I tried some reassuring conversation.  'Do
you go to school?'

But it was the stunning young girl [Lloyd's note: NOT an
lg!] in leather who looked up.  Tulpen simply stared at me
and the child ignored the question.

'No, I don't,' said the surprised leather girl, with a look
right through me.

'No, no,' I said to her.  'Not you.'  Now the child stared
at me.  'I mean you,' I said to her, pointing.  'Do you go
to school?'  The child was embarrassed and felt threatened;
obviously she had been told never to talk to strangers.  The
young girl in leather regarded the child- molester icily.

'Your mother will be right back,' Tulpen told the little
girl.

'She's got blood in her pee,' the child informed us.  The
nurse swivelled into view, with a quick look at me which
said that my brain must be stuck shut too.


--

The second
extract is when the lead character is in the back of a car
with a student (constantly described in "little girl" terms,
though a freshman, which - if my rudimentary knowledge of
the American education system serves me right - would make
her 18-19 years old.  Is that about right?), about to engage
in some "extra-curricular activities".  The girl is a
virgin:

--

I shut my eyes in her powdered cleavage, noting a sort of
candy musk.  But why does my mind run to slaughter- houses,
and to all the young girls raped in wars?

Her thighs close gently on my shielded part, and she asks,
'Aren't you going to do the other?'

And my frail part shrinks in its thin, pinching skin; it
recedes when Lydia Kindle flexes her thighs.

Again she says, 'Please... 'And in a very small voice,
'What's wrong?'

Slowly I raise myself off her, kneeling between her legs; I
feel her fingers stronger on my shoulders., there's a blue,
thread-thin vein that's pulsing in her cleavage, a diagonal
between her far-parted breasts.  As if she's conscious of
her heartbeat showing, she drops one arm across herself, and
with the other hand hides her crotch.  A YOUNG PRETTY PIECE!
[Lloyd's note: taken from a label in her underwear] saved,
for a while.  And for whom?

I feel the rubber roll up.  While Lydia Kindle, swinging her
legs off the seat, says, 'I never even asked you to be in
love with me or anything.  I mean, I've never done this
before, or that other, and it just didn't even matter what
you really thought of me - I mean, to me.  Don't you even
know that?  Oh, my God ... Shit, and I thought I was pretty
naive...'

As if she's got the cramps, she bends over, her face on one
knee, a lash of hair in the corner of her mouth, and in that
familiar angle between her elbow and her knee, the breast
nearest me is simply too small and perfect to swing, it
points like a thing painted on her, too perfect to be real.

'It's complicated,' I try to tell her.  'No one should ever
leave things up to me.'

--

Well, I hoped you found those bits interesting.  I thought
they showed a good deal of insight into being a gl (in my
limited experience).  Particularly interesting, as much of
Irving's work is generally deemed 'autobiographical'.


Book 3:

Now for my second recommendation.  Angela Carter.  I've only
read one book by her so far, and am now reading another.
The book I've read is called "The Bloody Chamber", and
consists of a collection of fairy tales which she has
re-written.  These are very sensual/erotic, and the main
focus of many is on girls' entering puberty, and on their
sexual awakening.  Believe me, after reading this book,
you'll never look at Little Red Riding Hood in the same way
again... Some of the passages in it had as strong an effect
on me as "The Garden Scene" in Lolita (That is, the chapter
in the book where Humbert and Annabel Leigh are alone in the
garden, and enjoy themselves immensely), which is pretty
damned strong, believe me ;) Also, several of these stories
have been amalgamated into a film, called "The Company of
Wolves".  I would recommend this film also.  The girl in it
(Red Riding Hood) is a little towards the old end of the
scale, but not too much, and she's beautiful anyway, so what
the hell!  My mum and I have had a couple of conversations
about sexuality, children's upbringings and families re Carter's
work - although I didn't let it slip that I had a vested interest!


   [ Ianthe chips in: here is Carter's take on Edgar Allen Poe,
     who married his thirteen-year-old bride, Virginia Clemm, in 1836. ]


    from 'THE CABINET OF EDGAR POE'

 ... He offered the lady his hand; smiling a tranced smile, she
 stepped out of the frame.

    "My darling, my sister, my life and my bride !"

    He was not put out by the tender years of the young girl whom
 he soon married, for was she not just Juliet's age, just thirteen
 summers ?

    The magnificent tresses that formed shadowed eaves above her
 high forehead were the raven tint of nevermore, black as the
 suits the seams of which his devoted mother-in-law painted with
 ink so they would not advertise to the world the signs of wear
 and, nowadays, he always wore a suit of sables, always dressed
 in readiness for the next funeral in a black coat buttoned up
 to the stock and he never betrayed his absolute mourning by so
 much as one flash of white shirt-front.  Sometimes, when his
 wife's mother was not there to wash and starch his linen, he
 economised on the laundry bills and wore no shirt at all under
 his coat.

    His long hair brushed the collar of his coat, from which
 poverty has worn off the nap.  How sad his eyes are; there is
 too much sorrow in his infrequent smile to make you happy when
 he smiles at you and so much of bitter gall, also, that you might
 mistake his smile for a grimace or a grue except when he smiles
 at his young wife ... For her skin was white as marble and she
 was called -- would you believe! "Virginia", a name that suited his
 expatriate's nostalgia and also her condition, for the child-bride
 would remain a virgin until the day she died.

    Imagine the sinless children lying in bed together.  The pity
 of it !  For she did not come to him stiffly armoured in taboos
 against the violation of children.

    Virginia was not clever; by no means a sad case of arrested
 development like his lost sister, whose life passed in a dream of
 non-being in her adopted home, the sad silent life of one who
 declined to participate - but Virginia remained a simple little
 thing whose loving disposition was his only comfort and who never
 ceased to lisp even as she started to rehearse the long role of
 dying.

    She was as light on her feet as a revenant.  You would have
 thought that she never bent a stem of grass as she passed across
 the little garden at their cottage door.  When Virginia spoke,
 when she sang, how sweet her voice was; she kept her harp in the
 parlour.  Her mother swept and polished until all was like a new
 pin.  A few guests gathered there to partake of the Poe's modest
 hospitality.  There was his brilliant conversation and his
 womenfolk saw to it that only tea was served since all knew his
 dreadful weakness for liquor, but Virginia poured out with such
 simple grace that everyone was charmed.  They begged her to take
 her seat at the harp and accompany herself in an Old World ballad
 or two.  She stroked the strings with those long, thin fingers,
 so fine and waxed you would have thought you could have set
 light to the tips to make of her hand the flaming Hand of
 Glory that cast all the inhabitants of the house, except the
 magician himself, into a profound and death-like sleep.

    Angela Carter.  ]



--

Now, I've been thinking back a little.  I said previously
that it was around last year that I first started to realise
my "orientation".  Looking back, I think I was probably
having feelings earlier.  The earliest which I remember was
probably when I watched (wait for it - obvious film coming
up!) "Leon".  I would've been about 15/16 then, and fell
for the delectable Miss Portman in a _big_ way.  At first
glance on the video label, it was her similarities with Uma
Thurman in "Pulp Fiction" (One of the few "sexy woman"
actresses who I go for) that drew me to her, until I
realised that she had something more.  And now I realise
that it was because she was a lg.  I must praise both her
beauty, and her talents at playing a _fille fatale_ (Like a
_femme fatale_, but more in our "age group" ;) ).  Plus, my
congrats to Luc Besson for casting a 12 year old _as_ a 12
year old, rather than getting in someone older.  But enough
of that sycophantic drivel, and on with my egocentrism!  (I
think...) Basically, when I was about 16, I read some of the
Irving books, and was turned on by the scenes of childhood
sexuality in that, and also, as I recall...

Book 4

...I read a couple of books by Gabriel Garcia Marquez.  These
take a _very_ relaxed view of girl-loving.  "Of Love and Other
Demons" is all about the (non-sexual - although only just) love
affair between a 12 year old girl and a priest.  In "100 Years
of Solitude", a 40 year old man has to wait for the girl he
loves to have her first period before he is able to marry
her, with full consent of her parents.  Ah, if only we could
live in books, eh?

--

Well, that's all for now.  My last exam is in the last week
of June, so I'll soon be free of education.  Hurrah!  It's a
shame in some ways, as I'll have lost a great opportunity for
watching lgs.  But saying that, me being in the highest year,
and being attracted to the bottom two years, definitely put
it all on a "look but don't approach" level anyway - at least
if I wanted to make it out alive!  Oh well, que sera sera.

--

Well, I'm back!  Did you miss me?  Well, first things first
- I want to reply to a couple of things from the last post.

First, 'Drew' wrote:
> BTW, for our friends in England, what's a Swot?

(Lloyd looks down at his feet sheepishly) I'll try and avoid
using too much obscure slang in future - I have a tendency
to confuse non-English people over the net by using it!  ;)

--

'The Dreamer' wrote:
>A lot of people here refer to themselves as "little girl
>lovers" >though I have nothing against that, I rather call
>myself a pedophile.  >I don't want to deny the fact that it
>is a sexual preference, I'm born >with it just like others
>are born as hetero or gay.  It helps me not to >deny my
>sexual preference.

I think I'd agree with you to some extent on this one.  One
argument against using "paedophile", which is fair enough,
is that it actually means "child lover", which is inaccurate
for those of us who are not bi-sexual.  (Anyone know the
ancient Greek for "girl"?)  I mean, I can understand why we
would identify ourselves as "little girl lovers" to avoid
being associated with the commonly held image of the child
molester, BUT, the thing is, I would say that there are more
similarities between "girl-lovers" and "child-molesters"
than we would care to admit.  (<gulp>, what have I let
myself in for?)  Some people on this list seem almost to
want to distance themselves from "sexual feelings" towards
lgs, which I think is wrong.  As The Dreamer says, it _is_ a
sexual orientation.  Whether or not sexual contact of any
sort takes place, I think it is still a sexual thing.  Sure,
it's not _purely_ sexual - we don't want lgs _just_ for sex
- and this may not be even be anywhere near the most
important things for some - but then, I would hope that this
is the same for _any_ people of _any_ sexual orientation.
Let's face it - if sexually attraction didn't form _some_
part of our feelings for lgs, then we wouldn't be
"abnormal", and wouldn't need this support group, am I
right?  Which brings me back to the
"girl-lover"/"child-molester" debate.  We've got to be
careful here. What we classify as a "child-molester" is
somebody who takes advantage of an lg, who cares only for
himself and not about her welfare, all this kind of thing.
While it is, of course, wrong to force yourself onto an lg
- although no better or worse than _anyone_ forcing
themselves on _anybody_ else, in my opinion - we still
shouldn't see all child-molesters as "monsters".  I don't
know about you, but I only know my own mind.  (And even that
only barely...) I don't know what goes through a
child-molesters mind - maybe they don't actually _want_ to
hurt the lg, but their own desire for them is simply to
strong to control.  I don't know.  But anyway, the other
point to remember is that while we may not consider
ourselves child-molesters, I would say that a lot of us are
in the eyes of the law.  I don't actually know, but I
_think_ I would be right in saying that _any_ form of
contact with an lg that could be construed as sexual -
possibly something as innocent as stroking hair, and almost
certainly something as forward as French-kissing - would be
classified as child molestation/abuse.  Therefore anyone who
does anything like this _is_ technically a child-molester.
(Don't quote me on this, though, as my knowledge of the law
is hardly encyclopaedic.)

--

OK, now for some more personal stuff.  My weekend.  It
started off quite well - Emma came round one evening for
an hour or two.  She and my sister were potting up some plants
and labelling them for a stall they've got at the end of our
drive, I was sitting with them and reading a book, with occasional
(well, frequent...) glances at her.  She'd been playing sport
earlier, and was wearing shorts.  Goddamn, she's got
brilliant legs!

Next morning I nearly drove the car off the road!  I was driving,
and about a dozen lgs came running down the pavement!  The
majority were a little below my preferred age (10-14), though their
appearance was still _more_ than welcome!  There were a
couple of 10-11 year olds, too, one in particular who had
shoulder length dark hair, and a vest under which she was
just beginning to develop.  I only saw them for a few
seconds, but it put me in a good mood for the rest of the
drive.  :) I must admit, I had visions of just slamming the
brakes on the car, leaping out the door and running off with
them... Unfortunately, that was the highpoint of my weekend.

Emma was away for the rest of the weekend - staying at
cousins, I think.  Her mum came round and somehow the
conversation turned to sport.  Emma's mum mentioned that
one of the pople who Emma was staying with - a teen boy -
was a potential Olympic athlete (he's pretty damned good
at some athletic thing or other, anyway). Then she said
"That's why Emma likes him so much."

Believe me, if I'd been drinking at the time, the glass
would have shattered in my hand.  Being the least sporty
person imaginable, that really did wonders for my feelings
of inadequacy.  Now, I've already mentioned I think about
going to Europe with Emma, right?  (That is, with family too
- not just the two of us!) We were driving on the Sunday,
when my sister said "How are we all going to get to Europe,
there aren't enough seats for us all, are there?"  (7-seater
car) My dad said "Oh, Lloyd (NOT my real name!)  won't be
coming with us."  I spent the rest of the journey, and the
time we were in town, in almost total silence.  (Which, as
you can probably tell from the length of my posts, is pretty
unusual for me!)

The fact that I wasn't going to be able to spend the
fortnight with Emma was not the top of the list of
grievances at that, but was pretty far up there.  By the end
of the weekend I felt - well, "like topping myself" would be
slightly too melodramatic a way of putting it, I suppose it
was more that I felt like crawling to the bottom of a bottle
and staying there for a day or so.  (similar sentiments,
slightly less extreme).

I did manage to see a couple of good girl-films, though.  In a desperate
search to find anything to watch other than the football on Saturday,
I chanced upon a film called "Coyotes".  A very low-budget
looking film, it was about a girl and her drifter father who
end up in Mexico.  It's a road-movie type thing, really.
Quite good, though corny in places.  The girl in it though -
Santa Maria!  Una chica muy hermosa!  She had beautiful long
black hair, coupled with blue eyes (I think I said what that
does for me!), and a really nice profile. I couldn't quite
place her age - _definitely_ in my age of preference though.
I would say about 11-12, or possibly a physically immature
14 year old - as an actress, though, she was very mature.
Her name is Kirsten Carmody, but so far I've had no luck in
tracking down anything about her on the web.  (I tell a lie
- I found one terrible picture of her on a review for the
film) At the end of the film, she was all done up like a
senorita - hair in ringlets, a flamenco-style dress on, and
those high-heeled shoes with the square heels.  That was a
really nice sight!

Second film I saw was the remake of "The Parent Trap".  The
girls (well, technically, girl - they did the old "doubling
up to make her look like twins" trick) were really cute, 11
years old, red hair, slightly too many freckles for my liking,
but still really nice.

Finally I saw "Walkabout", starring Jenny Agutter.  Although
she was 19 at the time, she still had that girlish look, and
she's one of those actresses who I always picture as a little
girl.  As well as her, there were a few shots of some naked
aboriginal lgs playing in the desert.

--

Well, that really is all now.  other than the fact that I
had a long talk with my mum yesterday - well, she did most
of the talking.  I was really annoyed with myself, I wanted
to talk to her about loads of stuff - not actually my lg
love - but just couldn't.  Ah well.  Still, one interesting
thing - we talked a little about my sister, and mum echoed
my thoughts at the top.  She thought that she may be under
pressure from her friends - one in particular, who is her
best friend, but a bit on the egocentric side.  My mum
thinks that she dominates my sister a bit too much, and does
the thing of making her not want to do things because
they're not cool, all the peer-pressure stuff. And I have
to admit, when I've caught glimpses of my sister at school,
she does seem to be very much "in court" to this other girl,
and I think that she may be loosing her self-esteem a bit.
I can see her going down the same route I did, which would
be a real shame.  Maybe I should try and talk with her some
time.  Any ideas?

Auf Wiedersehen!

'Lloyd'
-----------------------------------------------------------------



'Easy Rider' writes:
-----------------------------------------------------------------

Somebody wrote awhile ago:

>I think I once read in the Olympia Reader an excerpt from a
>novel called >"Green Fruit" about a man who loved young
>girls.  Anyone else recall this >title, or have more
>information on it ?>

>  [ Ianthe comments:  'Green Fruit' was a novel I read
>about way back - I >think one of the first discussions I
>read about girl-loving - only the novel >was  portrayed as a
>very nasty tale of an abusive and 'power-freaky' man >who
>generally was only interested in nasty sex...  It had a
>positive effect > thought - I  knew _that_ wasn't what I
>felt, was, or wanted.]

This book is by Yul Duersted, published by Grove Press in
1974.  I happen to own a copy.  Undoubtedly most rare - kind
of like saying you own a copy of "Show  Me".  "Green Fruit"
is out of print and it is unlikely that a book like this
will show up in book stores in our lifetimes.

Regarding "Show Me", I remember looking into it in a book
store in a liberal city one time back in the 70's.  I
remember  looking at a picture of a naked girl and boy
together. I was really taken aback. It excited me in a
deeply disturbing way to see a girl child's nude body, which
I had wanted to see but never had.  I didn't realize my
future at that point and thought I liked teenagers, which I
did, but this was something totally different.  This girl
was skinny with no breasts, no pubic hair, just a "stick of
a thing", and yet I was enthralled by her.  I wasn't ready
for the step of admitting what was going on.  I wanted to buy
it, but was embarrassed.  Now, of course, the chance is gone.

Anyway, I did buy "Green Fruit" a short time later when I
was just coming into the knowledge that little girls held
erotic sway over me.  Where I got it or how I heard about it
I have no idea, but the book was indeed an eye-opener.  Yul
has sex with his daughter, two twin girls and a Greek girl
called Lulu.

Although he is a pretty crude guy, and is into nasty
language and blunt description, the book didn't turn me
off.  Sure, love with lg's can be sweet and soft and all
that, but it can also be erotic and dirty and sexy and all
the things it can be with older girls.  Yul never hurts the
girls but sex is all he is interested in and he gets plenty
of it.  The twins are a couple of pretty raunchy lower class
types, but the Greek girl, (12) he is in love with.

This is purported to be a true story.  In the end he gets
arrested and goes to jail, but there is one sentence in the
book that inspired me and that I have always remembered:
"...and she (Lulu) was only 12.  It just goes to show that
love will find a way.  Middle-aged gentlemen of the world,
take heart!  Love knows no age barriers.  I was fifty years
old when Lulu and I fell in love.  Little girls _will_ love
you, if only you'll give them the chance."  Right on, Yul.

--

Another post from a long time ago:

>One of the hardest things to contemplate is the natural
>ageing of one >of our young friends, because this brings
>with it disinterest in the >girl on our part as soon as body
>hair and other parts start to form.  >I'd like to invite
>everyone's comments, please, on their preferred >age ranges,
>the reason they prefer those particular ages, and the >body
>changes, if any, that put them off.

I have to say that of late I have been coming full-circle on
the body thing.  Teenagers had been my "thing" for a number
of years before I realized that lg's were even more
exciting.  Then there followed a period of time (maybe 15
years) where I thought only about lg's.

Now there is a happy resolution, of sorts.  Although lg's
remain the ultimate dream,  the thought of a teenaged girl
no longer turns me off.  Real breasts, pubic hair, even,
it's all ok.  I mean it was before, why should it not be
now?  I have considerable experience with mid-teen types,
and have, a short time ago, even finished a 100 page
novella about a relationship I had with a couple of young
girls in a small town I lived in years ago.  I was around 14
years older than they were.  There was another unique aspect
to this, but I can't divulge that now.

Anyway,  the development of breasts and all of that is not
so terrible.  It is compensated for by the fact that you
have a girl in front of you who can truly consent to your
love  (possibly not according to state law, but still...)
and who pretty much knows what she wants and is ready to
give you what you want.  There is a lot less of the playful
seduction and tentative approach-avoidance than you have
with a lg.  In short, it is straight forward: you like each
other, she does not act strange when you kiss her, she does
not pull away from you and make you wonder whether you have
gone too far,  or if you have overstepped some invisible
boundary.  There is a lot less fear and a lot more actual
reward.  Not to mention that being older, she can sometimes
have actual half -- adult conversations.  This can be a nice
touch.  As much as I love lg's I need a little mental
stimulation from my loved ones from time to time.  I have
nothing against the firm young breasts (preferably small) of
teenagers.

In any case it is true for me again  that the sight of a hot
looking teenager has its own beauty and charm and magnetism.
This is good because despite what Yul says, lg's who are
available and approachable are few and far between, and even
when you do end up in some kind of situation with them it
almost always ends up in disappointment if not in disaster.

Truth be told, I am sick and tired of being scared to love
lg's and need something tangible.  Not that I am prime
material for some 16 year old, but at least I allow the
possibility.  And if that is so, how much of a leap could it
be to someone who was, say 20?  Maybe a foreign girl, with
a small, child-like body who would like a nice American
with enough money to take care of her?  The point being, I
believe an actual 20 yr. old in the arms is better then empty
fantasies of 10 yr. olds that won't come true.  Maybe it is
time to rethink.

--

Having said all this, I now retire to my chambers to watch a
film from Norway: _Is-Slottet_.  I will report in detail since
there seems to have been some debate about bathing scenes
between DD and a few others here.

Ok.  I'm back, totally, absolutely pissed off and disgusted.
I got only black and white lines on the video, distorted
music and voices.  Something is wrong.  Has anyone purchased
films from Europe?  Is there any reason a foreign film
should not play on an American video player, or is it maybe
damage to the film by X-ray or something else?  Words cannot
convey my disappointment.  Just one more piece of rotten luck.
Shit.

'Easy Rider'
------------------------------------------------------------------

  [ Readers in the USA should remember that our videos are in
    the Euro video format and so won't play on USA video machines.
    Easy Rider might want to get a conversion done, if he knows
    someone who can copy the video to the US format (beware that
    stupid old "Bubba the video man" might report the video to
    police, even though it is a legitimate art-house feature film).

    Readers in Europe should also make sure to buy an "all regions"
    DVD drive for their PC if they want to view US & Japanese
    DVD discs.  I'm told the new Playstation 2 will play DVDs and
    can be easily 'chipped' to remove any region-specific
    protection. ]



'Candyscaper' writes:
------------------------------------------------------------------

Dear friends

I just finished my studies and I'm going to move to a
different place soon.  My future is mysterious.  I'll have
to say goodbye to Evelyn, which I came to know better.  She
has visited few times in my apartment.  It feels wonderful
to have a lg guest in house.  From now on we continue
writing letters.

I dream about new lg relationship.  I wish I could find a
girl who would visit every day in my apartment and be at
least a little bit more than a friend for me.  So far most
of my lg friends have been living so far away from me that I
have met them only few times within a year.

All my life I have loved little girls, since I was very
small child and when other boys paid no attentions for
girls.  Sometimes I'm on the verge of despair.  Only a
little girl can fill certain hole in my heart.  But they
grow up so fast and leave my heart empty.  I often wonder
will I ever be able to find my true love and happiness.  And
if I do how long can it last?

--

'Philotonus' wrote:
> Tell me - what do you do when you are burned out ?
> What do you do when all you can think of is LG's ?
> Right now I am on the edge again

You are not the only one.  I wish we could meet in real life
so we could comfort each other.  The problems mentioned here
are so similar between all writers.  This list is a great
place to share feelings with companion in misfortune.  Yet
it's hard to give advice without knowing your situation
(e.g. residential environment) completely.  Try to make new
friends with families who has nice girls.  Is there some
kind of new activity group you could join?

--

'Alpha Centauri' wrote:
> Some months ago four new families moved in my street.  At
> first I was not interested in these new neighbours, but soon I
> realised that all of them had children.
> Which possibilities are there to get to know these girls
> without arousing suspicion?

Perhaps you could suggest to your parents that they would
invite new neighbours to visit or barbecue.  Be very polite and
talk nicely to the parents. Then invent something fun to do with
the girls.

Or paint your bicycle or something like that on the street when
the girls are playing near.  You might soon get some lovely
bystanders to chat with - smallest girls welcome new playmates
with pleasure.

In this list there are many fabulous writers that I'd love
to know personally.  I become inspired when you tell about
your good times with lovely girls.  I feel sympathy when
your things are bad.  I'm sad if I don't hear about you for
long time.

'Candyscaper' (formerly 'Everybody needs love')
---------------------------------------------------------------




'Lloyd' writes:
---------------------------------------------------------------
Lloyd here again.

I just wanted to let all the other English gls out there that
on Tuesday 27th of June, a series of programs about teenage sex
is starting on Channel 4.  The program on that Tuesday starts
at 9 o'clock in the evening, and is called "Sex from 8 to 18".
Yes, that's right, *_8_*!  Could be interesting... I'm
wondering whether it will deal with intergenerational sex,
and if so, what stance it will take... Should be interesting
at any rate.

'Lloyd'
--------------------------------------------------------------




--
ASGL-L

